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Current Topics. 


| Solicitors’ Remuneration, 
WE PRINT elsewhere a new rule which has been made furthe 
| increasing the costs of proceedings in the Supreme Court. By 
R.S.C., ord. 65, r. 10a, which was introduced in May, 1918, 
an increase of 20 per cent. was authorized, and in July of the 
same year this was extended to arbitration and to Crown pro- 
ceedings in the King’s Bench Division except criminal proceed 
ings. That rule still applies to business done before Ist Sep 
tember, 1919, and also to bills of costs already delivered on 
16th February, the date when the new rule came into opera 
tion But as regards business done since 3lst August, 1919, 
bills for which have not been delivered the increase is to be 
334 per cent. instead of 20 per cent. Moreover, the exception 
of criminal proceedings th the King’s Bench Division is with 
drawn, and the qualifying words at the commencement of the 
former rule—‘‘ during the continuance of the present war, and 
thereafter till such date as the Lord Chancellor shall appoint ’’ 
do not appear in the present rule. Evidently the Rule Com 
mittee have, like most other people; abandoned the hope of a 
fall in expenses. Correspondence in our columns during the 
last two weeks shows that even an increase of 334 per cent. by 
no means meets the present emergency, but it is a further step 
in the desired direction 


The Remuneration of Law Clerks 

IN CONNECTION with the further increase Mm costs in the 
Supreme Court, which, we presume, will be followed by corre 
sponding increases in county court coste and costs in winding- 
up and bankruptcy, we are glad to call attention to the opinion 
of the Council of the Law Society communicated in. the letter 
from Mr. E. R. Coox, which we print elsewhere. The Council 
recognize that the fall in the value of money is a ground for 
increasing the remuneration of the clerks employed in solicitors’ 
offices, and where this has not been already done they consider 
that it should now be done. And it is obvious that solicitors 
could not take advantage of the increased costs without allow 
ing the claim of those who work under them to a corresponding 
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are making on trade union lines to protect their own interests, 
and these efforts are, in principle, quite right and proper, and 
command, we imagine, general sympathy. The practical 
question is whether they will assist. in the desired object under 
circumstances so special as those relating to the carrying on 
of a solicitor’s business. To some extent, no doubt, they will ; 
but it is a matter which requires to be managed with great 
tact. and consideration on both sides. 


The Continuance of Emergency Legislation. 

Tue War Emergency Laws (Continuance) Bill, which will 
probably soon be on the statute book, prolongs the operation 
of certain of the emergency statutes and of the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations. The former are contained in the first. and 
the latter in the Second Schedule to the Act. The nature of 
the extension varies as regards each Schedule. The emer- 
gency statutes, which at present come to an end at the close of 
the war or six months later, are prolonged to the extent. men- 
tioned in the third column of Schedule I. The most impor- 
tant of these statutes are the Courts Emergency Powers Acts, 
which by the Act of 1914, section 2 (4), are, subject to earlier 
determination by Order in Council, \to have effect ‘‘ during the 
continuance of the present war and'for a period of six months 
thereafter.’’ This is now extended to twelve months after the 
war. In the present unsettled state of Eastern Europe it is 
not easy to judge how soon the war will come to an end; but if 
we allow a further six months for the Peace Conference to 
settle matters with Turkey and Bulgaria, this gives another 
eighteen months for the Emergency Powers Acts to goon. It 
would be interesting to know if this axtension has been proposed 
on the advice of persons qualified to judge as to the real effect 
of the statutes—in particular, masters of the High Court and 
county court judges. In the absence of such qualified opinion 
we venture the suggestion that the Acts cause an amount of 
trouble and expense not compensated by any benefits. An 
extension is also introduced for the Execution of Trusts (War 
Facilities) Acts, but only under the special circumstances men- 
tioned in Schedule T 


The Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

In THE case of the Defence of the Reaim Regulations the 
plan adopted is different. Those which are extended are ex- 
tended primd facie to a fixed date—3lst August, 1920; but 
this extension is, as regards particular regulations, subject to 
the limitations, qualifications, and modifications stated in the 
third column of Schedule IT. Thus, Regulations 2's and 2r, 
which give power to requisition and regulate dealings in war 
material, food, forage, and stores, are continued only so far as 
relates to the powers of the Food Controller and to flax, and in 
the case of 2£ to clinical thermometers, a very curious provi 
sion; Regulation 2nn, which gives power to vary sub-contracts 
(the head contract. being with the Government) where an un- 
reasonable profit is being made, and to issue a certificate to 
that effect, is continued only so far as relates to cases where 
certificates have already been issued ; 2c (power to take posses 
sion of and fell trees) is similarly limited to cases where posses 
sion of timber has been already taken. The general powers of 
the Food Controller under Regulations 2rF to 23 are continued 
without qualification. Regulation 233, which gives the Board of 
trade powers as regards any article of commerce other than 
food similar to those of the Food Controller, is limited to 
and electricity. Regulation 2333, giving the Board 
of Trade power to regulate road transport, is extended so as 
not. to be dependent on war conditions ; and a similar course is 
taken as to the parts of 78 relating to railwav traffic which 
are retained. Regulation 108, which enables the Home 
Secretary to restrict the evening hours of business, is retained 
without qualification, and so is 12p, under which whistling and 
other noises may be prohibited. This, which is at present re- 
stricted to preventing disturbance to sick and wounded soldiers, 
should, of course, be made permanent and universal. In Regu- 
lation 30F (restrictions on new capital issues), sub-section (4) is 
retained, under which dealings in shares can take place only 


( oal, gas, 


for immediate payment—a provision intended, we presume, to 
check speculation. The powers of the Shipping Controller 
under Regulations 39sBB, pp, FF are continued. The powers 
of search given by Regulation 51 are varied so as to require 
a magistrate’s warrant, except in cases of great emergency 
under section 18a. But since the latter regulation only applies 
to communication with an ‘‘ enemy ’’ agent, it is difficult 
to see how it can now have any operation. The new regulation 
substituted for Regulation 55 (Powers of Arrest) is open to the 
same observation. It has become a very difficult matter to 
follow the regulations and the changes in them. The last issue 
we have been able to obtain is up to 3lst May, 1919. It is to 
be hoped that when the present Bill is passed there will bea 
new issue, showing exactly how the Regulations will then stand. 


The Price of Requisitioned Goods. 

In THE above summary of the Defence of the Realm Regula- 
tions which it is proposed to continue, we have pointed out 
that the power of requisitioning articles under Regulation 2s 
is to be continued only as regards the Food Controller. Now, 
this regulation provides that the price to be paid shall, ‘‘ in 
default of agreement, be determined by the tribunal by which 
claims for compensation under these regulations are, in the 
absence of any express provision to the contrary, determined 
and in determining such price regard need not be had to the 
market price, but shall be determined by reference to the cost 
of production and the reasonable pre-war profit. Since 
Sater, J., has just held in Vewcast/e Breweries, Ltd., v. The 
King (Times, 13th inst.) that the regulation is in this respect 
ultra vires and invalid, an interesting question arises whether 
it will be validated by the express continuation of the regula- 
tion in the present measure. If so, the executive will have 
found an easy way of evading the difficulties with which they 
are faced, and until 3lst August they will be free from these 
conflicts with the King’s Bench Division. Only three weeks 
ago Regulation 2a (2) was held in Chester v. Bateson (ante, 
p. 250) to be invalid because it deprived the subject of his 
right of access to the courts, and now Regulation 28 suffers the 
same fate because it deprives the subject of the right to the 
market price of his goods. The ground of the decision is that 
the tight to such price, to be determined by a county court 
judge (see Army (Amendment) Act, 1915, s. 2 (1), is given by 
statute, and it was not competent for this procedure to be over- 
ridden by the Defence of the Realm Regulations. As we have 
before pointed out, it is very difficult to support such criticism 
of the regulations in view of the maintenance by the House of 
Lords of Regulation 148 (now abandoned) in Zadiq’s case. 
The right to the market value of goods is of small account 
compared with the right of personal liberty, and there was 
néthing intrinsically objectionable in confining the price to 4 
sum based on cost of production and pre-war profit. We 
rather suspect that if the executive choose to appeal, both 
Chester v. Bateson and the present case will be reversed. But 
as we have said, the real question now is whether Regulation 
28, if originally invalid, will not be validated by its express 
continuance by statute as far as regards the Food Controller 
[Since writing the above we see that a proviso excluding this 
result is to be inserted. | 


Conveyancing Reforms Oversea. 

WHILST CONVEYANCING reforms are still only pending in this 
country, and the proposed Law of Property Bill drafted by 
Mr. Cuerry is still unpublished, several of the reforms which 
it is understood are dealt with in the Bill have recently been 
the subject of legislation in Australia and elsewhere. The 
Real Property Act, 1918 (No. 2962), in Victoria deals, ster 
alia, with the subject of words of limitation in deeds and the 
release of obligations under restrictive covenants relating 
the use of land. The Conveyancing Act, }919 (No. 6), in New 
South Wales contains provisions on both these points, and 
also on the subjects of uses and estates tail. At present it Is 
impossible to say whether the draftsman of the English Bill 
has consulted these oversea precedents ; if not, he might very 





well do so before finally completing his work. The actual 


appearance on other British statute books of provisions such 
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ne, to ‘w these will certainly make any English statute on the same 
‘Toller ‘gbject look less revolutionary. The New South Wales Act 
owers of 1919 was passed on the 13th November last, and does not 
quire gme into force until the Ist July next. This New South 
gency Wales Act is a substantial piece of legislation, running to 214 
pplies gections and seven schedules. Some of the enactments in it 
ficult merely embody legislation long ago passed in England -por- 
ation tions of the Real Property Act, 1845; the Judicature Act, 
© the 1873; the Conveyancing Acts of 1881, &c. But reform has 
er to been carried a good deal further, and several landmarks in con 
issue yeyancing and real property law will be obliterated in New 
is to South Wales. Thus by one section (s. 17) the rule in Shelley's 
bea ase is abrogated ; and so, too, by another section (s. 55) is the 
and. extraordinary rule resulting from the decision of the Court of 
Appeal in Scott v. Alvarez (1895, 2 Ch. 603). 
rula- The Example of New South Wales. 
out Tue actual words of the New South Wales enactment on 
n 2B the two last points referred to are worth quoting, as copies of 
vow, the statute are not yet in the London libraries. Section 17 
“in is: ‘‘ Where in an instrument coming into operation after the 
hich gmmencement of this Act a remainder is limited mediately 
the or immediately to the heirs or heirs of the body of a person to 
iy whom an estate for any life in the same premises is expressly 
the given, the estate of such person shall be confined to an estate 
cost for the life mentioned, with a remainder to his heirs or the 
ince heirs of his body as purchasers.’’ Section 55 (abrogating 
lhe Scott v. Alvarez) has as sub-section 1: ‘‘(1) In every case 
pect where specific performance of a contract would not be en- 
ther forced against the purchaser by the Court by reason of a 
ula- | defect in the vendor’s title, but the purchaser is not entitled 
ave to rescind the contract, the purchaser shall nevertheless be 
hey entitled to recover his deposit and any instalments of pur 
ese thase-money he has paid, and to be relieved from all liability 
eks under the contract, whether at law or in equity, unless the 
te, contract discloses such ‘ defect and contains a stipulation 
bs | precluding the purchaser from objecting thereto.’’ 
a ‘Real Property Law Reform in New Zealand. 
hat THE RULE in Shelley's case was abrogated in New Zealand 
urt as long ago as the year 1883 by an enactment which appears 
by in the following form in the Property Law Act, 1908 (section 
er- 7): ‘‘ Where a deed or will contains a limitation to any per 
ive son for life, followed mediately or immediately by a limitation 
sm to the heirs or the heirs of the body of such, the latter limita- 
of tion shall not be deemed to coalesce with the former, but shall 
ae take effect as a contingent remainder.’’ This form of enact 
nt ment does not seem to be so clear or satisfactory as that con 
‘as tained in section 17 of the New South Wales Act above quoted. 
a New Zealand is remarkable as being apparently the only part 
Ve of the Empire in which, so far, the Statute of Uses has actually 
th been repealed. This was done by the Property Law Act, 
ut 1905 (s. 121 and sch. 5); but even in 1883 it had been enacted 
mn that ‘‘every limitation which at any time heretofore might 
ss have been made by way of shifting, springing, or executory 
T use may be made by direct conveyance without the interven- 
Ms tion of uses.’’ This enactment has been adopted in section 44 
of the New South Wales Act above referred to as follows :— 
“Every limitation which may be made by way of use opera- 
ie ting under the Statute of Uses or this Act may be made by 
. direct conveyance, without the intervention of uses.’’ The 


h Statute of Uses has not, however, been repealed in New 
South Wales. The out and out repeal of the statute would 


. seem to be the better course, and this, it is understood, is 
— Proposed to be done by Mr. Cuerry’'s Law of Property Bill. 
¥ That Bill was introduced by the Lord Chancellor on Thurs- 
% day. 

¥ Women Jurors 

d A CORRESPONDENT of the Times (18th inst.) calls attention to 
s some of the difficulties which are likely to arise under the pro- 
i] Visions of the Sex Disqualification (Removal) Act, 1919, which 
y relate to the serving of women on juries. -Section 1 expressly 
| Provides that ‘‘ A person shall not be exempted by sex or mar- 


4 Tage from the liability to serve as a juror,’’ and the definition 


Bd 5 


of jurors in section 5 of the Juries Act, 1870, which confines 
them to male persons, is repealed. There is a provision 
enabling a judge, chairman of quarter sessions, or recorder to 
order juries to be composed of men only or women only, and 
rules may be made by the Rule Committee under the Indict 
ments Act, 1915, as to the summoning and selection of jurors. 
No doubt officials and practitioners in criminal courts, as well 
as the public, will get used to these new conditions in course 
of time, and rules as to the non separation of juries will have 
to be adapted to actual facts; and in breach of promise cases 
it will become a question needing some little tact. to settle 
whether to call for a jury of ladies, or, it may be, as the 
Times correspondent suggests, to secure a jury of maiden 
ladies. But ina revolutionary world we must expect revolu 
tlonary and surprising results 


**Alternative Accommodation.” 
It APPEARS from Austin v. Roberts (Tumes, 18th inst.) that 
an interesting point as to “‘ alternative accommodation ’’ is 


coming before the Court of Appeal If a landlord wants a 
house for his own occupation and offers to leave the tenant in 
occupation of a part, is this “‘ alternative accommodation 


available for the tenant ’’ within the meaning of the Increase 
of Rent, &c. (Amendment), Act, 1919, s. 1 (i) (ec)? It is 
obvious to suggest that occupation of part of a house cannot 
be alternative to occupation of the whole house; it is the same 
occupation, but less of it; and this was the view taken by the 
county court judge. The case is reported in the Court of 
Appeal only on the question of a stay of execution pending 
the appeal, and it will be interesting to see what that Court 
decides We imagine the case must be one of not infrequent 


occurrence 


Patents and Designs Act, 1919. 
I 


Tue Patents and Designs Act, 1919, was passed on the 23rd 
December of last year, and, with the exception of certain parts, 
which are noticed below, it came into operation on its passing 
It makes considerable alterations in the patent law, some of 
them of first importance, as well as amendments in minor de 
tails, and some amendments of the law as to designs It is 
proposed to notice the more important provisions in some 
detail r 

The abuse of monopoly rights. —Section 27 of the Patents 
and Designs Act, 1907 (called the Principal Act), enabled 
an application to be made after four years from the date of a 
patent for the revocation of the patent on the ground that 
the patented article or progess was manufactured or carried on 
exclusively or mainly outside the United Kingdom. In answer 
to such an application the patentee might show that the 
patented article or process was manufactured or carried on to 
an adequate extent in the United Kingdom, or give satisfac 
tory reasons why the article or process was not so manufactured 
or carried on The section was construed and the testa to be 
applied under it were laid down in Hatschek’s Patent (1909, 
2Ch. 68: 26 R..P. C. 240), and it may be said generally that, 
having regard to those tests, it was difficult for an applicant 
to show even a prima facie case under the section. It has 
now been abandoned, and by section 1 of the Act of 1919 
a new section is substituted, which is aimed expressly at any 
abuse of monopoly rights under a patent Any person in 
terested may at any time apply to the comptroller alleging 
in the case of any patent that there has been an abuse of 
monopoly rights under the patent, and asking for relief under 
the section The section proceeds to specify five sets of cir 
cumstances in which the monopoly rights are to have been 
deemed to be abused. These may be shortly summarised as 
follows (a) No working on a commercial scale in the United 
Kingdom and no satisfactory reason given; (4) prevention or 
hindrance of such working by importation from abroad of the 
patented article for which the patentee is responsible ; (c) the 
demand in the United Kingdom not adequately met; (d) 
prejudice to trade in the United Kingdom by the refusal to 
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grant licences upon reasonable terms; (¢) unfair prejudice to 
trade in the United Kingdom by conditions attached by the 
patentee to the purchase, hire, licence or use of the patented 
article or the use or working of the patented process. For 
the purposes of the section ‘‘ patented articles ’’ includes arti- 
clés made by a patented process. 

It is desirable, however, to set out the grounds fully. They 
are:—(a) If at any time after the expiration of four years 
from the date of the patent the patented invention (being one 
capable of being worked in the United Kingdom) is not being 
worked within the United Kingdom ‘‘ on a commercial scale,’’ 
and no satisfactory reason can be given for such non-working 
(subject to a proviso noticed below); (4) if the working of 
the invention on a commercial scale is being prevented or 
hindered by the importation from abroad of the patented 
article by the patentee or persons claiming under him or by 
persons directly or indirectly purchasing from him, or,by other 
persons against whom the patentee is not taking, or has not 
taken, any proceedings for infringement; (c) if the demand 
for the patented article in the United Kingdom is not being 
met to an adequate extent and on reasonable terms ; (¢) if, by 
reason of the refusal of the patentee to grant a licence or 
licences upon reasonable terms the trade or industry of the 
United Kingdom, or the trade of any person or class of persons 
trading in the United Kingdom, or the establishment of any 
new trade or industry in the United Kingdom, is prejudiced, 
and it is in the public interest that a licence or licences should 
be granted ; (¢) if any trade or industry in the United King- 
dom, or any person or class of persons engaged therein, is un- 
fairly prejudiced by the conditions attached by the patentee, 
whether before or after the passing of the Act, to the purchase, 
hire, licence, or use of the patented article, or to the using or 
working of the patented process. 

If an application is made on ground (a), and the comp- 
troller is of opinion that the time which has elapsed since the 
date of the patent has by reason of the nature of the invention, 
or for any other cause, been inaufficient to enable the invention 
to be worked within the United’ Kingdom on a commercial 
scale, the comptroller has power to adjourn the application 
for such period as will in his opinion be sufficient for that 
purpose. 

‘“ Working on a commercial scale’’ means the manufacture 
of the article or the carrying on of the process described and 
claimed in a specification for a patent in or by means of a 
definite and substantial establishment or organisation, and on 
a scale which is adequate and reasonable under all the circum- 
stances: Section 19. 

In the new section 27 there follows, after the five specified 
grounds, a statement of the policy on which the grant of a 
patent is to be taken as made. It consists of a proviso that 
for the purpose of determining whether there has been any 
abuse of the monopoly rights under a patent, it shall be taken 
that patents for new inventions are granted not only to 
encourage invention, but to secure that new inventions shall, 
so far as possible, be worked on a commercial scale in the 
United Kingdom without undue delay. The laying down of 
this principle is one of the most important features in the Act. 

Sub-sections (7) to (10) lay down the procedure to be fol- 
lowed on an application under the section. Every application 
must set out fully the nature of the applicant’s interest and the 
facts on which he bases his case and the relief which he seeks ; 
such interest and facts must be verified by statutory declara- 
tion. If the comptroller is satisfied that the applicant has a 
bond fide interest, and that a primd facie case for relief has 
been made out, then the application proceeds according to 
procedure specified. ; 

On the comptroller being satisfied that a case of abuse of 
the monopoly rights under a patent has been established, he 
may exercise any of the powers set out in sub-section (3) as 
he may deem expedient in the circumstances. These are 
shortly as follows:—(a) He may order the patent to be en- 
dorsed ‘‘ licences of right.’’ with the consequences prescribed in 





the Act (see below) ; (+) he may order the grant to the applic- 
ant of a licence ; (c) under certain circumstances he mav order 


the grant to the applicant, or any other person, or to the 
applicant and any other persons or persons jointly, if able 
and willing to provide the necessary capital for working the 
invention on a commercial scale in the United Kingdom, of 
an exclusive licence; (¢) if satisfied that the objects of the 
section cannot be attained by the exercise of the powers under 
(a), (6) and (c) he may order the patent to be revoked, either 
forthwith or after a reasonable interval, unless in the mean- 
time such conditions as may be prescribed in the order with a 
view to attaining the objects of the section are fulfilled; or 
(¢) he may refuse the application and dispose of any question 
as to costs. 

If the comptroller exercise power (a), every existing licensee 
has the right of applying to the comptroller for an order 
entitling him to surrender his licence in exchange for a licence 
to be settled by the comptroller as if the patent had been 
endorsed ‘‘ licences of right’’ at the request of the patentee. 
An agreement which would have precluded the patentee from 
obtaining such an endorsement does not prevent the comp- 
troller making an order for endorsement. 

Under (4) the licence may include a term precluding the 
licensee from importing into the United Kingdom any goods 
the importation of which, if made by persons other than the 
patentee or persons claiming under him, would be an infringe 
ment of the patent, and in such case the patentee and all 
licensees for the time being are to be deemed to have mutually 
covenanted against such importation. As the law stood before 
the Act, a licensee could not bring an action for infringement 
in his own name; but a licensee, under this paragraph, is en- 
titled to call upon the patentee to take proceedings to prevent 
infringement, and if the patentee refuses, or neglects to do 
so within two months after being so called,upon, the licensee 
may institute such proceedings in his own name, as though 
he were the patentee, making the patentee a defendant. Cir- 
cumstances may easily be imagined in which a patentee may 
reasonably refuse to take proceedings for infringement; and 
unless he enters an appearance and takes part in the pro- 
ceedings commenced by the licensee, in which he is added 4s 
a defendant, he is not to be liable for any costs. Questions 
of some novelty are likely to arise in such litigation, for 
instance, as to damages, and possibly, if the patentee does enter 
an appearance and take part in the proceedings, as to costs. In 
settling the terms of a licence the comptroller is to be guided 
by the same considerations as under the new section 24 
(licences under a patent endorsed “‘ licences of right ’’ at the 
request of the patentee). 

The power (c) is exercisable by the Comptroller if he is satis- 
fied that the invention is not being worked on a commercial 
svale within the United Kingdom, and is such that it cannot 
be so worked without the expenditure of capital, for the raising 
of which it will be necessary to rely on the patent monopoly, 
but only if the patentee or those claiming under him wil] not 
undertake to find such capital. 

In settling the terms of an exclusive licence under this para- 
graph, due regard is to be had to the risks undertaken by the 
licensee in providing the capital and working the invention; 
but, subject to this, the licence is to be framed so as (a) to 
secure to the patentee the maximum royalty compatible with 
the licensee working the invention within the United Kingdom 
on a commercial scale and at a reasonable profit, and (4) to 
guarantee to him a minimum yearly sum by way of royalty if 
and so far as it is reasonable so to do, having regard to the 
capital requisite for the proper working of the invention and 
all the circumstances of the case. Further, the licence and 
order are to be made revocable at the discretion of the comp- 
troller if the licensee fails to expend the amount specified 
in the licence as being the amount which he is able and willing 
to provide for the purpose of working the invention on 4 
commercial scale within the United Kingdom, or if he fails 
so to work the invention within the time specified in the order 
(sub-section (4)). In deciding to whom an exclusive licence is 


to be granted, an existing licensee is to be preferred to a person 
having no registered interest in the patent, unless good reason 
is shown to the contrary (sub-section (5)). 

[To be continued. } 
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The Income Tax Commission. 


(Continued from 63 Soricrrors’ JowrNat, page 827.) 
Vi. 

Tue fifth, sixth and seventh instalments of the Minutes of Evidenc« 
taken by the Royal Commission on the Income Tax have recently 
been published, and cover the sittings of the Commission from 8th 
October to 5th December. They include evidence given by Mr. 
E. R. Hargison, Assistant Secretary to the Board of Inland 
Revenue ; by Mr. A. L. Rype, on behalf of the Surveyors’ Institu 
tion; by Mr. Bremner, on behalf of the Bar Council; by Mr 
CaHILL, Solicitor to the Multiple Shop Association ; by Mr. J. W. 
Bupp (Messrs. Bupp, Jonnson, Jacks & CoLcLouGH), and Mr. 
R. F. W. Hotme (Messrs. Goppen, Horme & Warp), on behalf of 
the Law Society; by Mr. P. H. Martineau (Messrs. MarTINEAU 
& Rer); by Mr. E. C. Peever, F.C.A. ; by Mr. H. Bertram Cox, 
Solicitor of Inland Revenue ; and by Sir ArtTHuR Steet MAITLAND 
The evidence of these witnesses, and also of witnesses on benalf 
of co-operative societies, covers the points to which we propose to 
refer, but there is also a great mass of further evidence, much of it 
relating to the administration of the income tax. Under the chair 
manship of Lord Cotwyn, and with Mr. Kerty, it seems correct to 
say, as examiner-in-chief, a vast mass of information as to the 
working of the tax and current views of inequality or incon 
venience in its incidence has been collected. 

The evidence of Mr. Harrison contained in the fifth instalment 
is concerned mainly with taxation at the source, and the pcess 
bility of making the deduction at some rate lower than the maxi 
mum rate of 6s. There seems to be agreement as to the efficiency 
of deduction at the source as a means of raising revenue. This 
is shown by a question put to Mr. Harrison by the late Sir 
Tuomas WHITTAKER :— 


“15,435. All experience has taught us, has it not, both in 
this country and others, that the more you can deduct at the 
source the more total revenue you will get?—Emphatically I 
think that.ie the answer.”’ 


But where the deduction is at a rate higher than that whicn the 
taxpayer is liable for, this means that the Government get mortey 
to which it is not entitled, and the consequent injustice must be 
met either by making the deduction at a more moderate rate, or by 
arranging for speedy return of the amount improperly deducted. 
The former plan, according to Mr. Harrison, involves the fixing of 
a lower rate of ordinary income tax—say, 3s, 9d., which is the rate 
for unearned income from £500 to £1,000 a year—and then the 
getting of the balance on larger incomes by means of super-tax. 
This would mean starting super-tax with incomes of £1,000; or if 
3s. were taken, with incomes of £500. Since there are over 400,000 
persons with incomes between £500 and £2,500, this would require 
the same number of additional assessments to super-tax. On the 
other hand, there would be a reduction in the number of repay- 
ment claims, though,. according to Mr, Harrison, not to any very 
substantial extent. The total of such claims in a year is about 
940,000, of which 540,000 are made by persons entitled to total 
exemption by reason of their incomes not exceeding £130, and of th 
remainder only a part have exclusive reference to the rate of tax 
deducted. Mr. Harrison estimates that if the rate of deduction 
were reduced from 6s. to 3s. 9d., the number of repayment claims 
would be reduced by only about 20 per cent. 

But the admission that tax at 6s. is being deducted in 540,000 
cases where no tax is payable at all means that great hardship is 
being inflicted. A person with unearned income of £120 would b« 
£36 out of pocket until his claim for repayment is satisfied. This 
would be reduced, of course, if the rate of deduction was lowered, 
but the claim would have to be made just the same. It appears 
that the Inland Revenue are arranging a fundamental change in 
the machinery for repayment, which is expected very greatly to 
expedite matters. The proposal is to decertralize the business of 
repayment by removing it entirely from Somerset House and 

lacing it in the hands of the Surveyors of Taxes. See Mr 

ARRISON’S reply on p. 766 to question 15,232, and further on at 
p. 773, in answer to question 15,429 : 


“And might I say at this point wnat I should have said in 
answer to a previous question: that when this scheme of 
decentralized repayments has come into force, not only do we 
hope to get the money repaid more quickly, but we hope it 
will be repaid oftener if the taxpayer desires it. That, I think, 
is very important. If a taxpayer now makes a claim, generally 
speaking he can claim yearly or half-yearly ; but we hope to 
extend that to quarterly, and possibly in the case of many 
persons we might even be able to go further than that-——in any 
case in which there were signs of hardship.”’ 


In course of time it may be hoped the machinery of repayment 
will have been so perfected as to hecome—to use Mr. Harp*son's 


own term—‘‘ automatic,’’ and the taxpayer who gets his dividend 
warrant less tax will by the same post receive the Surveyor’s 
warrant for the amount deducted. As an alternative it was sug- 
gested by Dr. Stamp (p. 773), that in such cases the company pay- 
ing the dividend should pay in full, and obtain repayment from the 
Revenue. We should add with reference to the proposal for lower 
ing the rate of deduction and collecting the difference by super-tax, 
that, according to Mr. Harrrson, a lowering from 6s. to 3s. 9d 
would mean a loss to the revenue of £24,000,000. ‘This is because 
some £225,000,000 of income chargeable tg income tax is not dis 
tributed to individuals ; there is, for instance, income of companies 
placed to reserve. This now pays by deduction at the rate of 6s., 
and lowering of the rate to 3s. 9d. would not be made good by super- 
tax. And yet it would seem to be possible to make a special levy to 
meet such cases as these. But, as far as official opinion is con- 
cerned, the remedy is to accelerate repayment and not to lower the 
rate of deduction 

Mr. Harrtson also dealt with the question of abandoning the 
three years’ average system and having the tax on the income of the 
previous year. This was considered by a Departmental Committee. 

Mr. Rircute’s Committee—in 1905, and the conclusion was that 
while, if a start were being made de novo, the single year system 
would probably be considered preferable, yet in the course of sixty 
years but little complaint has been made, and a change was not 
ulvisable unless it was backed up by public opinion, and had espec 
illy the support of business men. Mr. Harrrson, after referring to 
that report, notices that the general trend of opinion, as appearing 
from the evidence before the Commission, appears to be in favour 
of the change 3ut while the Board of Inland Revenue have no 
desire to oppose the change if there is a general public demand for 
t, they are unable to see substantial advantage in it. It is objected 
to the average system that the tax does not correspond to actual 
current profits. It drops behind when profits are increasing, and is 
excessive when profits are decreasing. On the other hand, under 
the average system, the produce of the tax and the taxpayer's 
liability are steadier from year to year, and this seems to be the 
stronger consideration The three years’ average does not, of 
course, apply to all income tax returns. It is restricted to profits of 
‘any trade, profession, employment or vocatior under Schedule 
D.”" In certain cases a five years’ average is taken, and in others th: 
assessment is based on the income of the preceding year. A tabl 
setting out these various cases is appenced to Mr. HArRrIson's 
evidence-in-chief (p, 760). It seems to he expected that the Com 
mission will report in favour of a change as to the three years’ 
average, and that in any case it will be recomniended that it shall 
cease to apply to professional incomes. On the latter point the 
same view was suggested by the Committee of 1905 But Mr 
Harrison's evidence shews that, if a change is made, the transitory 
provisions required to avoid hardship in passing from one system 
to another will be troublesome to frame, and we doubt whether it is 
worth while to attempt to alter a system to which the taxpayers are 
accustomed and against which there appears to be no general com- 
plaint 

(To he continued. ) 


Books of the Week. 


Criminal Appeals Criminal Appeal Cases. Part 5 
November 17th, 24th ; December Ist, 8th, 15th, 18th, 19th, 1919. 
Edited by Herman Conen, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwel. 
(Limited). 6s. net. . 

Engineering Contracts.—General Conditions in Electrical 
and other Engineering Contracts. By Wiitiam Samira KENNEDY, 
LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. With an Introduction by Sir ALEXANDER 
B. W. Kennepy, LL.D. F.R.S. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 
12s. 6d. net. 

The League.—The Journal of the League of Nations Union 
February, 1920, Hodder & Stoughton (Limited). 6d. 


In the House of Commons, on the 12th inst., Mr. Chamberlain in 
formed Mr. Lunn that the estimated amount of excess profits duty and 
munitions levy in assessment, but unpaid, at lst January, 1920 in respect 
vunting periods ended before Ist January 1919, was £175,000,000 
Except in so far as duty was being collected by instalments, payment 
of the greater portion of that amount was in suspense pending the 
settlement of appeals and other questions which could not yet be deter 
mined. It might be anticipated that on the final adjustment of liabi 
lities the total figure in assessment would be very substantially reduced 


Until the outstanding appeals had been disposed of and the amounts 





of duty finally determined, it was not possible to estimate what amount 
of interest would be due to the Exchequer, if interest were charged op 
the duty ultimately found to be payable 
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Correspondence 


The Remuneration of Law Clerks. 
[V'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—The Council of the Law Society believe that solicitors 
yenerally have recognized the fall in the pre-war value of money 
and have increased the remuneration of their staffs accordingly, 
but, in case this should not be so, they desire to give publicity 
to their opinion that the pre-war wages should be raised. They do 
«> the more readily as their own efforts to obtain an increase in 
professional charges have been partially successful, and the claim 
for such increased charges was to some extent based on the increase 
in the remuneration of their clerks. 

FE. R. Cook, Secretary. 

law Society's Hali, Chancery-lane, W.C. 2 


l6th February, 1920. 


To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—In the newspaper reports of the meeting between a Com- 
mittee of the Law Society and this Federation, on the 13th inst., it 
is inaccurately stated that we met to discuss a minimum salary for 
Managing Clerks of £500 per annum. I shall esteem it a favour if 
you will publish this letter to correct the error. 

[he object of the meeting was to discuss the formation of an 
effective Joint Council on Whitley lines, between the Profession and 
the Clerks, and to press for an immediate recommendation for a 
general increase in salaries to be in the nature of a temporary 
measure until a Joint Council is set up and can fix minimum 
salaries. This Federation has not yet considered the amount to 
ask per annum as the minimum for Managing Clerks, and the only 
societics which have at present made a suggestion on the subject of 
Managing Clerks’ salaries for the Federation's consideration are 
the London Clerks Societies, and, of course, the Country Societies 
must be consulted. Iam sure you will see the importance of making 
these facts quite clear, especially as the Law Society has conceded 
our request and is at once recommending an immediate increase of 
all salaries over pre-war nates. 

The officers of this Federation quite undéretand that the error 
has arisen accidentally 

M. D. Macourr, Joint Hon. Sec. 

The National Federation of Law Clerks. 


Expenses of Production of Deeds. 

[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—I notice in the issue of the Soricrrors’ JourNaL of the 
14th inst., under the heading Current Topics,” “Sales by 
Mortgagees in Possession before the War,” that in referring to the 
purchaser having to bear the expense of production of deeds in 
the possession of mortgagees, you state that this is in properly 
drawn contracts expressly excluded. In my experience of con- 
veyancing matters, which has been fairly wide, I cannot remember 
ever having seen a contract in which the vendor's solicitor has 
agreed to such a stipulation, and, in fact, I cannot remember a 
contract so drawn. I have mentioned the matter to several 
solicitor friends of mine, who have considerable conveyancing 
practices, and they agree with me. It would be interesting to know 
whether the experience of any of your other subscribers is different. 

[ have always considered it unfair to the purchaser that such an 
expense should be thrown upon him, and more particularly so where 
the mortgagee’s solicitor is also solicitor for the vendor. although 
[ believe in the latter case the right of the mortgagee’s solicitor 
to charge for production is somewhat open to doubt. 

Geo. WILLIAMS 

15, Walbrook, London, E.C. 4. 18th February, 1920. 

[The view we expressed seams to be supported by the condition 
as to expenses given in “ Key & Elphinstone,” 10th edition, p. 275, 
and see p. 261; but we shall be glad to hear further as to the 
practice.—Ep. S.J. ] 


In the House of Commons, on Monday, Sir E. Carson asked the Lord 
Privy Seal if he would state when it was intended to restore the right 
of trial by jury in civil cases; and whether any reason now existed 
for depriving the subjects of this long-established right which was sus 
pended during the war Mr. Bonar Law: As my right hon. friend 
knows, the present position will come to an end six months after the 
termination of the war, and the Government do not think that. in these 
circumstances, special legislation is necessary. There are provisions 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


Re RICHARDSON. POLE vr. PATTENDEN. No. |. 
16th, 19th, 2lst and 22rd January. 

frust—Execuror—Co-gexecuTor Resipuary Lecates—Ciaim sy Bene 

rictaky Unper Lecaree’s Witt—Account—Action To Recover 

Lecacy—Srtatute or Limrrations—Reat Property Liwiration Act, 
| 1874 (37 & 38 Vicr. c. 57), s. &—Trusree Acr, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. 
c. 59), s. 8 (1). ; 
A testator appointed P. and R. executors of his will, and gave his 
| residuary estate to R., his widow. P. administered the estate with the 
| concurrence of R., and handed over to her a book containing parti- 
culars of the property, but never rendered any proper accounts. Some 
of the testator’s securities were left in the names of the executors, who 
continued to hold thent as trustees for R. On the death of R., leaving 
a will by which she appointed P. one of her executors, the other 
executor and a beneficiary under her will commenced an action against 
P. for an account of the testator’s estate, and payment of the amount 
found due. 





Held, the action was one to recover a legacy within the Real Property 
Limitation Act, 1874, s. 8, and therefore not stetute-barred until 
twelve years from the testator’s death. It is not necessary in such 
an action for the plaintiff to allege that the defendant hag assets in his 
hands sufficient to meet the legacy, and the Trustee Act, 1888, has no 
application to it, there being another statute applicable. 


Re Croyden (55 Soricrrors’ Journal, 632) doubted. 


Decision of Peterson, J., affirmed, subject to a variation, but on 
different grounds. 


Appeal by the defendant and cross-appeal by the plaintifis from 4 
decision of Peterson, J. (reported 63 So.icrrors’ JourNaL, 479; 1919, 
2 Ch. 50), ordering an account in an administration action. The tes 
tator, Charles Garner Richardson, died in 1909, leaving a will under 
which his widow and the defendant, who was a solicitor, were execu 
(ors, and the widow was sole residuary legatee. Both executors proved 
the will, but the defendant undertook all the active administration and 
paid all the debts and legacies, and Mrs. Richardson concurred in all 
hedid. About the end of 1910 the defendant gave Mrs. Richardson a 
rook contaimug particulars ot all her property, whether derived under 
the testator’s will or otherwise, but he never rendered any proper 
“dministration accounts, and some of the securities were left for con- 
senience in the executors’ names. Mrs. Richardson died on 22nd 
January, 1917, having by her will appointed the plaintiff, Mrs. Pole, 
and the defendant executors. Another plaintiff, A. C. R. Pole, was a 
weneficiary under the will. The plaintiffs brought this action against 
the defendant, claiming accounts of the testator’s estate received by 
sim, and payment of what should be found due on taking the account 
‘he defendant pleaded that the action was barred by a lapse of over 
six years since the death under the ‘I'rustee Act, 1888. Peterson, J., 
held that the Act applied, but, following Cozens-Hardy, M.R., in de 
“low, St. Bartholomew's Hosjntal v. Cambden (1914, 1 Ch. 233), held 
shat he ought to direct an account in order to ascertain whether the 
case fell to any extent within the exceptions mentioned in section 8 of 
the Act, and reserved the applicability of the section as to any items 
for further consideration. The defendant appealed, and the plaintiffs 
cross-appeal, and contended that the Trustee Act, 1888, did not apply, 
and that the action, being one to recover a legacy, was not barred until 
after the lapse of twelve years. 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal, and allowed the cross-appeal. 

Lord Srernpate, M.R., said that the appeal raised an important 
point, whether the plaintiff was entitled to an account, though as to 
whether there was any substance in the account asked for he would offer 
no opinion at that/point. The facts were fully stated in the report of 
the case before Peterson, J. On those facts, the plaintiffs had issued 
an originating summons asking for the administration. of the real 
and personal estate of the testator. That involved an account of what 
the estate consisted of, and an order for payment of the amount 
found due. The first, and, in his lordship’s opinion, almost the only 
point in the case, was whether it was or was not an action to recover 
a legacy within section 8 of the Real Property Limitation Act, 1874, 
because the answer of the defendant was that he was protected by 
section 8 of the Trustee Act, 1888, and he had to shew that there was 
vo existing statute of limitations applicable wo the case. [His lordship 
then read section 8 (1) of that Act, and proceeded :] The provisions 
were applicable if the defendant could bring himself within .them, 
hecanse it was not suggested that he came within any of the excep 
tions as to fraud or moneys retained or converted by a trustee. Para 
graph (a) he took to mean that if any person had committed what had 
been called ‘‘ a breach of duty,”’ which, whether he were a trustee or 
not, would give rise to an action against him, then he should be able. 
in order to defend himself, to get out of the character of “ trustee” 
and set up the statutes of limitation. Now, if the present action was 
one to recover a legacy, it could not come within paragraph (a), be 
cause no such action would lie against the defendant unless he were 
an executor or administrator. An action for money had and received 
was quite different from an action to recover a legacy generally. But 





now which enable a jury to be empannelled in special circumstances. 


could it come within paragraph (5)? His lordship thought it could 
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not, because there was an existing statute of limitations which did 
apply to the case. Ili it was an action to recover a legacy, then the 
irustee Act, 1888, did not apply at all. Peterson, J., had held it was 
such an action on the authority of certam cases cited : Adams vy. Larry 
(2 Coll. 285), Prior v. Hormbiow (2 Y. & C. Ex. 200), and CAristian v 
Vevercux (12 Sim, 264). But it was argued that you could not have 
an action to recover a legacy unless it were alleged by the plamtil 
that the executor had, at the time, assets in his hands sufficient t 
meet the legacy. He (his lordship) could not find any such qualihcatio 
in the authorities, except perhaps one case he would rv fer to A ine 
action was one to recover a legacy if the pilaintill alleged that the 
defendant was the testator’s executor, and that the testator had given 
a@ certaim portion of his estate by his will to the ; aintill lhe defen 
dant admitted that his testator s estate wa vent, and he (his lord 
ship) couid not see thal it was necessary to go further in order to con 


‘ 


stitute the action, though it might be necessary to prove the existence 
of assets in the action The Court, however, had been much pressed 
by one case, Aohler v. Reynolds (26 L. J. Ch. 415), before Wood, V.¢ 

where he held that a demurrer must be allowed because the bul did 
not allege that the defendant had received any assets of the estat 
But in that case the testator died no less than fiity-seven years be lore 
the judgment, and the defendant was only appointed administrator six 
years betore 
that case on any six years’ period of limitation There was 1 
evidence of any money ever having been received except by the firs 
aiministrator, and it seemed more like a decision on the doctrine 


stale claims. The fact that l’ickering vy. Lord Stamford (2 Ves. Ju 
272, 581), a case turning ent rely on that doctrine, was reterred t 


by the Vice-Chancellor supported that vie Phat being so, the 
‘lrustee Act, 1888, did not apply, but the Real Property Limitation 
Act, 1874, did, and as the proceedings were taken within twelve years 
of the testator’s death, the plaintiffs were entitled to succeed. But it 
was said that there was a case before Eve, J., of /’e Croyden (55 Sout 
CITORS’ JOURNAL, 652), where he had held that the Trustee Act, 1888 
might still apply to such a case. He (his lordship) was inclined to 
think that Eve, J., had overlooked the Act of 1860, which was appli: 
able. ‘The facts of the case were somewhat con plicated, but it might 
be said that proceedings were taken against the executors of an execu 
tor, Roberts, who had wrongfully distributed his testator’s estate, fi 
administration of the estate of that testator. Eve, J., had rightly 
treated the proceedings against his executors as if they had been pro 
ceedings against Roberts himself, because if he was not liable h 
executor would not be. He held that if Roberts had been alive h: 
would not have been liable, because section 8 of the Trustee Act, 1888 
would have been a bar to the action. Peterson, J thought that the 
Act of 1860 (25 & 24 Vict. c. 38) could hardly have escaped Eve, J.°s, 
attention, but he (his lordship) thought that Peterson, J., had the: 
assumed rather too much. He could not help thinking that if the statut 
of 1860 had been present to the learned judge’s mind, he could n 
have decided as in fact he did decide. Here the only statute appl 
able was the Act of 1874, which did not protect th “defendant. But 
Peterson, J., had ordered an account to be taken, on the strength of 
a dictum by Cozens-Hardy, M.R., in Re Blow (1914, 1 Ch. 233), to th 
effect that it might be desirable to do so to ascertain whether a cas 
fell within the exceptions mentioned in the Trustee Act, 1888, s. 8, and 
to deal with the applicability of that section after the facts had been 
established. His lordship had the greatest difficulty in seeing how, it 
an action for an account was statute-barred, the Court could possibly 
direct an account to be taken. The appeal therefore must be dis 
missed, and the plaintiffs’ cross-appeal allowed He (his lordshiy 
agreed with the decision of Peterson, J., but not for the reasons whicl 
he gave. The judgment delivered was without prejudice to any defence 
which might be set up in respect of any particular items in the account 
when taken. 


Warrincton and Youncer, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the sam 
effect, the latter observing that the contention of the defendant that 
the action could not lie unless it was alleged that he had assets in his 
hands, would throw upon the plaintiff the burden of impeaching th 
correctness of executors’ accounts which had never been delivered. In 
the case of a petition to wind up an insolvent company it was no 
answer to the petition to say there were no assets.—Counser, Hughes, 
K.C., and F. £. Farrer; Tomlin, K.C., and A. Adams. Sorticrrors 
Justice & Pattenden; Stow, Preston, d& Lyttleton, for Macdonald 
& Longrigg, Bath. 


[Reported by H. Laxcrorp Lewis, Barrieterat-Law 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re BENNETT. GIBSON v. ATTORNEY-GENERAL. Eve, J. 
20th January. 


Wirt—Cnrarity—Girr ror CHaAriraste INstiruTiONs AND Poor Anp 
OTHER OBJECTS OF CHARITY OR OTHER PUBLIC OByECTS IN THE PARISH 
or F.—UNCERTAINTY. 

A testatriz gave her residuary estate upon trust “ for the benefit of 
the schools and charitable institutions, and poor and other objects of 

charity, or any other public objects in the parish of F.”’ 


His lordship did not believe that Wood, V.C., decided 
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Fi 
ttable bequest 

Dolan v. Macdermot (1. BR. 3 Ch. 676) followed 

By her will, dated 2lst August, 1889, the testatrix gave her residuary 
. t ! her mother for life, and after her 

thereot were applicable Dy law to. the 
tual pi st ch manne: is her 

eir absolute and u \ rolled discretion think fit, 

he sch und charitable institutions, and poor and 

in the parish of 

her trustees 


Held, that the gift was not void for uncertainty, but was a good 


ra i und the testatrix declared that in so doing 
ld have the fullest power either to retain and invest her residuary 
tate applicable by law f haritable purposes, and apply the income 
© the charitable institutions and objects or to hand over the capital 

herwise to deal with and dispose of the same as they should, in 

absolute and u trolled discretion, think proper lhe testatrix 
lied in August, 191i having irvived her mother, who died in 
November, 13897 I} summons was taken out by two ol the trustees 
cl wh vest of residue for the benefit of the 
parish of Faringdon was a valid charitable bequest, or 


rds used by 

ri in fis i 1 th ‘ 1 to the trustees was two 

speciiied part ol ‘tl esiduary estat for e benefit of such 

\ li bjects as they might think fit in the parish 

Faringd The next question Wil ether that was a good 

it t led that the testatrix, by using the 

Liv n words “ objects of charity "’ and 

j a rhe pul pyect iad lerred ul} i the trustees 

» object hich were not iritable, and had 

reb I ’ t of t | lered the whole 

v i In a er to that t t it was a sued that the particle 

ved by the rd other vas not used disjunctively in this 

Ise \ g that the other 

b t be ejusd pene th the objects specified, and 

the haritable t ot specified 

lf i rposes { the | fit of the rish mm question. This 

tt tention w in his opinion, th rr i » far as the 

’ i was ‘ i t ustruct f the gift 

ght the ca thin Dolan v. M er L. R. 3 Ch. 676), and 

ss that judguient is to be deemed o ruled by // ton v. Burne 

j A. C. 337), he was bound to follow it The remarks of Lord 

| ft in the present 

I I t iumbit of the fourth divi f a charity 

n its le é as defined by Lord Macnaghten in ¢ ssioners of 

emsel (1891, A. C. 531) here \ ing in the 

judg f Lord Finlay in oust v. Buri hi pugned the 

iness of Lord Cairns’ judgment in Dol v. Macdermot The word 

the present ise W I u iad i ( nd the bequest 

ilid charitable bequest nd not void for unes t The whole 

é to charity. and an! r ild be directed as to 
’ ‘ isted of with a ew to direct 1 acheme 

{ p L, / i We Clayt K.C., and S 4 f // (?, K.C., and 

ell, Soricrrors, / d: ¢ Treasury 


Russell, J. 26th January. 


ROBINSON v. NESBITT AND OTHERS 
*Norice to Quit—Saus AGRI ruRAL LAND 


LANDLORD AND TENANT 
: Acr, 1919 (9 & 10 Geo. 5, 


Saces (Restricrion or Novices ro Quit) 


] 1 Sulew (Peatrict i Noticea to 

, to ¢ fa the event 
] r aul j j 1 fereat under a 
where 


le holding, 


Th tion « I that tice t q t ! | and void 
ntioned Act by reason of a sal The facts were 
as follows Che plaintifi s tenant from year to ye f an agricul 
tural holding. In March, 1919, the ndlord gave him due notice to 
it yr 191 ¢ offered for sale by 
tu 1 n three jot The first t only " sold In August, 1919, 
i as ] t I Notices to 
Quit “A t, 1919. Section 1 } ed that e making after the 
passing of thi Act t ar wt sale of ! I r rany part of 

ten t irom vear t ‘ ther irrent and un- 
f the holdi iven to the 
null and 
id In Septem be f 1919 the purchaser of lot 1 contracted 
is interest under the contract of May it tended that 
his was not a contract for the sale fa t i but only of an 
s also ed th i not have 
rd person id invalidate perfectly valid 


R ELI j tte ta the tact f i Dh } ihe Act are 
general. They require two things—a contract for sale after the Act 
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and an unexpired notice to quit given whtether before or after the Act. 
If there were both the notice was null and void. Here there is an 


unexpired noti -iven before the Act Was there a contract for sale 
made after the Act It was argued that the Act did not apply to such 
a contract as that of 8th September, a contract for sub-sale of an interest 
under a previous contract But in my view the contract of Septem 
ber is a contract for resale of a holding or part of a holding Then 
is was argued that even so the Act does not apply, because 
it is intended to apply only to i legal owner But I cannot 
agree The Act does not say 80. It is in general terms I nen 
it is said that the title of the Act throws light on its meaning, and 
shews that it conte plated notice and sale by one and the same person 
only Sut again the Act does not say 80 It could apply to a notice 
by a landlord and a sale by his executors. If so, why should it not 
apply to other cases of notice by one person and sale by another In 
my judgment the notice here is id. It was argued on behalf of the 
landlord that even if it is void as to Jot 1, it is not void as to lots 2 
and 3 tut again the answer is the words of the Act. Section 1 is 


plain, that if notice is void as to part of the holding it is void as to 

the whole holding.—Counser, Arthur Lawton; Wright Taylor: C. Gur 

ton, Soxicirors, Lichard Brooks, for 8S. B. Carnley, Alford, Lines 

Peacock & Goddard, for H. 7. Kearsey, Grimsby Bartlett & Gregory 
(Reported by Leonanp Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


STOKES WHICHER. 5th Febraary. 
Venpor AND Purcnasern—PvurcHASER NoT NAMED—SUFFICIENCY 
MemornanpuM—Sratvte or Fravups (29 Car. 2, c. 3 4 


Russell, J. 


Of 


—_— 
Where a document beginning ] agree to purchase is not signed 


by the purchaser, but it shewa on the face f at poy nent f par of 
the purchase money and a cheque w produced which wa pro ed to 
include that money, the che que may be w rporated in the document 
jor the pur pose f satisfying the Statute i Frauda as to ase ifficient 


memorandum 
Long v. Millar (4 0. 2. D 450) followed 


This was an action for specific performance, the 
whether there was a sufficient note or memorandum w satisfy the 
Statute of Fraud Lhe document was as follows : Stamp 6d. 24th 
February, 1919. I agree to purchase the Kingston Brewery premises, 
&c., for the sum of £2,000. 1 will pay £50 deposit and will complete, 


que stion bell 


5 


a Signed, ( P. Cro agent tor Ff cy. Wrhoicher lhe above-named 
£50 received with thanks ( P. Cross, 24th Feb: lary LYiy Phis 
document was a carbon copy or duplicate of a typewritten document 
signed by the plaintiff Lhe plaintiff drew a cheque for the depo it 
Russev., J., after stating the facts, said lL nave no hesitation in 


construing the document as a contract by the defendant, through his 


agent, to sell to someone the property therein described on the terms 


therein set forth Sut it is said that it is not a sufficient memorandum, 
because it does not tell who the purchaser is, but only relers to him 
as ‘‘1."" Can the Court ascertain, however, from the document itself 
or from evidence which is properly admissible, or from some other 


document so closely connected with it that it may be read with it, 
who “I” is? I think there is sufficient reference to another docu 
ment to overcome the Statute of Frauds: see Long v. Millar (1879, 4 
C. P. D. 450), Pearce vy. Gardner (1897, 1 Q. bB. 088), Carr y Lunch 
(1900, 1 Ch. 615). The difficulty may be met in several ways: (1) The 
document shews on the face of it payment of £50, part of the pur 


chase money, and a cheque is produced which is proved to include 
that £50. The cheque may be incorporated with the document. ‘Thus 
there is a sufficient memorandum. (2) The document is obviously a 
carbon duplicate of another called a contract between a vendor who 
signed and “‘1.’’ It implies that “I contracted. Thus there is 
reference to a document or transaction binding ‘‘1.’’ A document is 
produced of the same date and the same form It is obviously the 
original of which the carbon is a duplicat Visible evidence shews 


that. But apart from that, it 1s admissible to inquire what the trans 
action was, and thus bring in the other document. Thus there is a 
sufficient memorandum 5) The same result may be obtained in 
another way. The document is complete, except that it does not con 
tain the purchaser's name. But it is not necessary it should c 


I 


ain it 
It is sufficient if it makes the pur« chi ser sufficiently identified or cz rap able 
of identification. It shews that ‘‘1’”’ has undertaken to discharge the 
obligation of £50, and it is proved that the £50 is paid by the plaintiff. 
So it may be taken that the plaintiff is liable to the obligation. Thus 
the statute is satisfied. There will be a decree for specific performance. 
—CounseL, Clauson, K.C., and Wilfred Hunt; Maugham, K.C., and 
Dighton Pollock. Sowicrrors, J. D. Arthur, for King & Franckeiss, 
Portsmouth; Mills & Morley, for J. BR. C. Miller, Portsmouth 
{Reported by Lroxanv Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


° e : 9 “er 
High Court—King’s Bench Division. 

WILCOCK v. BOOTH. Div. Court. 
Emercency Lecistation—Lanptorp AND TENANT—DWELLING-HOUSE AND 
SuHop—DererMINatiIon or TENANCY—RECOVERY OF POSsESSION—ALTER- 


NATIVE ACCOMMODATION—INCREASE OF Rent, &C. (AMENDMENT) ACT, 


1919 (9 & 10 Geo. 5, c. 90), s. 1, suB-secrion (1) 


14th and 26th January. 





Where premises are occupied partly as a dwelling-house and partly 
as a chop, the Increase of Rent Acts have not made tt necessary that the 
alternative accommodation for the tenant should have regard to any 


thing beyond simdar dwelling house accommodation. 


An action was brought in the Barnsley County Court to recover pos 
session of a dwelling-house and grocer’s shop that had a beer off-licence. 
The defendant had been in the occupation of the premises since i906, 
and had paid a weekly 
plaintiff purchased the premises in November, 1918, with the object of 
licensed house, as to which she had had 
previous experience. She gave notice to determine the tenancy on 


arryving on the business as a 





2 March, 1919, but the defendant refused to, give up possession, on 
th rround that no suitable alternative accommodation had been offered 
to her. One house without a shop had been offered to her at a rent of 
12s. 6d. a week, and another at 6s. a week, but she had not had offered 
to her accommodation which included shop accommodation. The county 

urt judge held that “ alternative accommodation ’’ must have regard 
to the suitability of the premises to the tenant in her business oceupa- 
ti ind that it was not reasonable that the defendant should be offered 
merely house accommodation; and that the plaintiff's object was not 
to get a dwelling-house, but to appropriate to herself the defendant's 
business He dismised the application, and the plaintiff appealed 


The Increase of Rent, &c. (Amendment), Act, 1919, s. 1, sub-section 
(1), provides that After the passing of this Act no order or judgment 
for the recovery of pone ssion of a dwelling-house to which the Increase 
of Rent and Mortg Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915 . . . or 
any of the Acts sacnding s the same applies, or for the ejectment of a 
tenant therefrom, shall be “made or given, so long as the tenant continues 
to pay rent at the agreed rate and performs the other conditions 
of the tenancy unless (c) the premises are reasonably required 
by the landlord for the occupation of himself, or some other person in 
his employ, or in the employ of some tenant from him, and the Court, 
after considering all the circumstances of the case, including especially 
the alternative accommodation available for the tenant, considers it 


reasonable to make such an order, or give such judgment.”’ Cur. adv 
vult, 
Bray, J.—The county court judge decided in the defendant's favour, 


lding that it was not reasonable to make an order for the recovery 
of possession of the premises in question. The plaintiff appealed from 
that decision on the ground that in arriving at that conclusion the 
judge had misdirected himself as to the meaning of the words “ alterna 
tive accommodation available for the tenant’’; that he had wrongly 
held that *‘ accommodation ’’ meant accommodation gud dwelling-house 


and quad shop, and not, as the appellant contended, quad dwelling-house 


only. He (Bray, J.) thought the county court judge did so hold, and the 
question was whether he was right in so doing. It was a question of 
general importance and considerable difficulty. Questions as to the 

mstruction of Acts of Parliament, particularly recent Acts of Parlia 
ment, were the most difficult questions a judge had to decide He 
thought the word *‘ accommodation ’’ was large enough to include shop 
accommodation, though the word was more commonly used with regard 
to dwelling-house accommodation, and the rest of the Act must be looked 
at to discover ite true meaning. The Act that had to be considered was 


he Increase of Rent, &. (Amendment), Act, 1919, which was passed 
December, 1919, section 1 (c). This Act, by section 2, had to be con 
strued as one with the principal Act—viz., the Act of 1915. That Act 
appeared, from the preamble and its sections, to deal only with a 
dwelling-house. It was true that the fact that the premises included a 
shop did rot prevent them being a dwelling-house, if they were in fact 
occupied as such ; but there was no indication in that Act of any inten- 
tion to deal with the premises gud shop, if there happened to be a 
shop The same might be said of the Act of 1919. If the accommoda 
tion gud shop had to be considered, it reduced very largely the chance of 
obtaining alternative accommodation, as was illustrated by the judge 
in the case of a doctor who occupied a house with a surgery and stable 
or garage in the main street. A similar illustration would be the case 
of a photographer who had a room near the top of the house with an 
exceptionally good light. The alternative premises must have a similar 
light, and eo on. It seemed, looking at all the provisions of the two 
Acts, that the Legislature had not made it necessary that the alternative 
accommodation should have regard to anything beyond similar dwelling 
house accommodation; but, in considering the dwelling-house accom 
modation, the judge might include the position of the alternative 
dwelling-house- The appellant was only entitled to a new trial, and 
not to judgment, and there would be an order setting aside the judg re's 
order, and directing a new trial before another Court. It might be 
useful to make one general observation. In construing 7» 
statutes regard must first, of course, be had, as in other statutes, to the 
plain meaning of the statutes themselves as a matter of construction ; 
but, restricting as they did the ordinary rights of individuals arising 
from their mutual contracts and relationships, the Acts should not be 
needlessly extended beyond the particular mischiefs that they were 
designed to avoid or re ‘med y 


Batcnacne, J., concurred.—Counsex, H/. C. Davenport, for the appel 
lant ; Morle, for the respondent. Soricrrors, Corbin, Greener, d& Cook, 


for Raley & Sons, Barnsley ; James, Mellor, & Coleman, for Rideal & 
Son, Barnsley. 


[Reported by G. H. Kwort, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
Division. 


RUSH vw. RUSH AND BAILEY AND PIMENTA. Duke, P. 
20th and 26th January. 
Divorce—Practice—Motion ror Leave To DIsPENse with FOREIGN 


Co-RESPONDENTS—SERVICE OF Morion ON ResponpENT—DiIvoORCE 
Rute 115. 
jn a motion dent on the ground 
that he is a foreigner, it of the m 
the respondent, as her interests might be seriously affected by such leave 
being granted. 


Leave was sought by this motion to dispense 


for leave to dis pe nse with a co-re spon 


iw necessary to serve notice ition on 


with the two co respond 


ents named, on the ground that they were foreigners, and also that it 
was not known where they were. The facts are fully stated in the 
judgment of the learned President. 

Duke, P., in a reserved judgment, said This is the suit of a 
husband for dissolution of his marriage on the ground of adultery 
alleged to have been committed by the wife with two persons named 
in the petition. One of the alleged adulterers is said to be a citizen of 
the United States, the other is a Portuguese citizen The alleged acts 


of adultery are stated to have taken place in Lisbon 


and the respondent were resident there. Both the men are 
left Lisbon, and the petitioner that he di 
is unable to ascertain thei: this gt 


when the petitioner 
said t 
ves not know and 
und the Court is 


have 
makes oath 
whereabouts On 


moved on his behalf to dispense with these named persons co-respon 
dents. Upon the hearing of the petitioner's motion, counsel for the 
respondent appeared to oppose it. His right to be heard was denied on 
behalf of the petitioner. The respondent has appeared in the suit, and 


was stated to intend to contest it As to the 
motion, the Divorce Act of 1857 makes it 


main question upon the 


obligatory in the case of a 


husband’s petition that any alleged adulterer shall be made a co-respon 
dent, subject to the proviso that the Court may, upon special grounds 
dispense with the obligation. The Act also provides for service on co 


respondents, whether they are to be found within or without the King’s 


dominions. Motion to the Court is the prescribed mode of obtaining 
the order which the petitioner seeks, and Rule 115 of the Divorce Rules 
directs that, when it is necessary to give notice of any motion, such 


notice shali be served within a prescribed time on the opposite parties 
who have entered an appearance. The respondent’s right to be heard 
was denied upon the authority of Dobson vy. Dobson (1910, P. 110 
where counsel who appeared on be half of a respondent and a co-respon 
dent to « a motion like the present ld that he had no locus 
standi, and no right to be heard. This refusal was said, before me, to 
result from a eg practice of the Court. In Lr Dobson the 
husband charged, by his petition, adultery with a named person. ‘The 
respondent did not defend the suit, and the named person had not 
been served. The state of the case at the time of the motion explains 
to some extent the statement with which the interposition of the re 
spondent and her alleged paramour was met by the learned Judge; no 
general rule can be adduced from it. In Hook v. Hook (1 Sw. & Tr 
183), Sir Cresswell Cresswell ex} vsubt whether the respondent 
had a right to be heard on such a motion, but in 
(4 Sw. & Tr. 94) the same learned Judge heard a co-respondent in a 
similar case, and in Jeffers v. Jeffers (L. R. 2 P. D. 90) Sir James Hannen 
heard the respondent, and in deciding upon the motion took her 
missions into consideration. Having regard to these it cannot be 
said that there has been an invariable practice. In point of principle, 
what is required is that a party whose interests are affected by a motion 
shall have notice of it. The words as to opposite parties in Rule 115 
do not, of course, necessitate service of every motion upon all the oppos 
ing parties in the suit, or a motion as to maintenance or custody of 
children would need to be served on a co-respondent. Applying the 
test of interests affected, I think it cannot be correctly said that a 
respondent who is charged with adultery with a named person in the 
petition to which she has appeared is not concerned in a motion which 
is intended to reconstitute the suit. The conduct of the cause on her 
behalf and her material interests in the ultimate event of¢the suit may 
both depend in some degree upon the part taken by a co-respondent. | 
hold, therefore, that the respondent was entitled to be heard in the 
present case. The ground on which the petitioner seeks leave to pro 
ceed without making co-respondents is that he does not know and 
cannot ascertain their whereabouts. He does not state in his affidavit 
that he is unable to procure evidence against them. Each is fully iden 
tified, and although the petitioner does not know the present address of 
either, cannot doubt that each could be reached by one or other of 
the methods by which service or substituted service can be made. The 
suggestion that a member of the American Diplomatic Service cannot be 
traced is very unconvincing. I think also that in common fairness notice 
should be given of the charg ze. Mr. Grazebrook’s most cogent argument 
in support of the motion was founded upon the proposition that a co 
respondent of alien nationality not resident within the jurisdiction 
would inevitably on his own application be dismissed from the suit. 
For reasons which: are set forth in Sir Samuel Evans’s judgment in 
Rayment vy. Rayment (1910, P. 271), I do not accept this view, and the 
general considerations as to the provisions of the Divorce Act, 1857, 
with regard to co-respondents, which were stated by the Lords Justices 
in Saunders v. Saundere (1897, P. 89), lead me to the conclusion that the 


ppose was to 
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APPROVED and COMMENDED by /eading EXPERTS 
for the REMEDIAL TREATMENT of aii grades of 
MENTAL DEFECT. 


The ROYAL EARLSWOOD INSTITUTION 


is a REAL HOME for those UNDEVELOPED persons 
of both sexes who need kind contro! and expert 
supervision in Good Schools, Farm, Kitchen Gardea 
and Manual training. 
Trust Funds are available for the Children of Barristers, 
Solicitors, and Cl.rgy of Church of England. 
Admission on Jaclusive Fees. lf whole cost cannot be paid, 
by votes of Subscribers, with part-paymeat. No competition, 
only a smal! definite number of votes required. 














Legacies as Endowments create permanent benelits. 
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London, EC. 4. Telephone: 5 
La t end t t I usking for substituted serv ce on the 
t ‘ inted, and the motion st 1 adjourned The 
ies I tt vile t Vas reser ! Counse.. Gracebrook, for 
petit ‘ / Aeu " ndent SOLICTTOR Jaques & Co., for 
Per ; ad Hig Liverp for the petitioners; ¢ unliffe Blake, 
d& M | t 
[Rk 1 by C. G. Tatnor-Ponsonnr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 


Provisional Rules of the Supreme Court, 





i 
i 
; 





present motion ought to be refused. 





We e Rule Committee of the Supreme Court, hereby make the 
f Rule 
ORDER LAN 
l The f n@ m™ Rules shall be inserted after Order LXV 
Rule 10a 
Order LXV Rule 10p Che total in any Bill of Costs of the 
le pre bed | this Order (as distinct from payment shall in 
I t of business done in any suse or matter in the Supreme 
Court after the oist day of August, 1919, be increased | Io4 per 
t ind such increase shall be allowed upor mv taxation of 
ts in respect of any such busine a ell between Party and 
Part as between Soli itor na { ent, and in taxati inder ol 
pursuant to the Solicitors Act, 1845 
l is Rule sha ppl t ‘ reverence to arbitrat I ind to all 
j edings on the Crown de and to all proceediu iasigned to 
the Crown Office De} irtment ind to all criminal proceedings mn 
the Ku s Bench Division f the High Court of Ju é 
The increase hereby authorized shall not affect the question 
ether a bill of ste when taxed is or is not ike by one-sixth 
P t il thie bill ce ' ere 1 ent or lett 
by ded that this Rule shall not (¢ flect. the power to direct 
payment.of a sum ieu ot ts under Order 65 tule 235, or the 
er to allow a fixed sum for costs under Order 65, Rule 27 (38), 
or g s sum under Order 65, Rule 27 (38a) ; or (4 upp to bills of 
) have. at the date on which this Rule comes into opera- 
tion. already been delivered to the client sought to be charged 
therewith or to the per n chargeable therewith or liable therefor 
wv to bills then already taxed and certified or allowed 
Order LX\ Rule 10a, is hereby revoked except in respect of 
business done betore the lst day of Septembe1 1919, and except as 
regards those bi of costs waich are excluded from the operation 
of this Rule by the last preceding proviso to this rule 
(2) These Rules mav be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court 
(Solicitors’ Remuneration Rule 1920 
And we hereby certify under e Rules Publication Act, 1893, that, on 
rccount of urgenc the abo Rules shall come .nt>) immediat. operation, 
and hereby make the said Rules to come into operation on the 16th day 
of February, 1920, as Provisional Rule 
Dated the 4th day of Febr 920 
Signed) Birkenhead, ( P. Ogden Lawrence J 
leading, C.J I .. Hughes 
Sterndals M.R E. W H anse ! 
Henry E. Duke, P C. H. Mort 
\ T. Lawrence, J Roger B. Greg 
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Orders in Council. 
(TREATY OF PEACE) ORDER IN COUNCIL. 1920 
on the 28th day of June, 1919 


THE EGYP' 
Whereas at 


Versailles, a Treaty of 


Peace with Germany (hereinafter referred to as the Treaty was 
signed on behalf of His Majesty 

And whereas it was provided in the Treaty that the property of 
German nationals within th» territory or under the control of an 
Allied or Associated State, might be constituted a pledge for enemy 


liabilities under the conditions laid down in the Treaty 


And whereas by the Treaty of Peace Act, 1919, it was pre vided that 
His Majesty might make such appointments, establish ich offices 
make such Orders in Council, and do such things as appeared to Him 
to be necessary for carrying out the Treaty, and for giving effect to 
any of the provisions thereof 

And whereas b Treaty, grant, usage ffer r r other lawful 
means and by Decree of His Highness the Sultan of Egypt, His 
Majesty has po er and jurisd tion in Eyvypt 

And whereas there is now in Egypt certain property of German 
nationals under the ymitrol of His Maje sty, und it is « xp dient to make 


of the 
the Tre “wy in 


provision for charging such property with the payment iabilities 
for which it may be constituted a | edge by 
hereinafter provided 

Now, therefore, His Majesty, by virtue and in exercise of the powers 
in this behalf by the Foreign Jurisdiction Act, 1890, or otherwise in 
Him vested, is pleased, by and with the advice of His Privy Council. 
to order, and it is hereby ordered as follows 

1. All property, rights and interests in Egypt belonging to German 
nationals at the date when the Treaty comes into force (not being pro 
perty general licence issued by 
or on behalf of His M ajesty) and the net pr weeds of ‘their sale, liquida 
tion, or other dea ings there 
interests or such net 


the manner 


rights or interests acquired under any 


vith, so far as such property, rights and 
proceeds are vested in 
control of the Custodian of enemy pi 
under the Trading with the Enemy Acts or the Trading with the 
Enemy Proclamations issued from time to time by the General Officer 
Commanding-in-Chief the British Forces in Egypt, are hereby 
charged : 

(2) First, with payment of the amounts due in respect of claims 
by British nationals with regard to their property, rights and 
interests, including compames and associations in which they are 
interested in German territory, or debts owi 

payment of any 


or otherwise under the 
operty or other British auth« rity 


rl 


to them by German 


nationals, and wit! compensation awarded by the 


mixed Arbitral Tribunal or by an arbitrator appointed by 
that Tribunal in pursuance of paragraph (e) of Article 
297 of the Treaty, and with payment of claims growing out of 


acts committed by the German Government or by German autho 
rities since the 3lst July, 1914, and before the 4th August. 1914 
(6) Secondly, with payment of the amounts due in respect of 
claims by British nationals with regard to their property, rights 
and interests in the territories of Austria-Hungary, Bulgaria, and 
Turkey m so far as those not otherwise satisfied 

Provided that any particular property, rights or interests so charged 
may at any time, if the High Commissioner thinks fit, be 
from the charge so created 
2. In the ipplicati m and enforcement of the harge created by this 
Order the claims of or debts owing to British nationals resident o1 
Egypt shall enjoy priority over th 
or debts owing to other British nationals 

5. All decisions of the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal constituted under 
Section VI of Part X of the Treaty, if within the jurisdiction of that 
Tribunal, shall be final and conclusive, and binding on all courts. 

4. For the purpose of enforcing the attendance of witnesses before 
the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal, whether sitting in Egypt or not, and 
compelling the production before the Tribunal of documents, the High 
Commissioner shall have power to issue orders which shall have the 
like effect as if*the proceedings before the Tribunal were an action in 
the Supreme Court, and that the Order were a formal process issued 
by that court in the due exercise of its jurisdiction, and shall be 
enforceable by that cqurt accordingly, and disobedience to any such 
order shall be punishable as contempt of court ’ 

5. Sections IV, V, and VI of Part X of the Treaty relating to 
property, rights and interests, to contracts prescriptions and judg 
ments, and to the Mixed Arbitral Tribunal, and all provisions of the 
said Treaty affecting or relating to the charge created by this Order 
shall have full force and effect as law 

6. The time at which the periods of prescription or limitation of right 
of action referred to in Article 300 of the Treaty shall begin again 
to run shall be at the expiration of six months after the coming into 
force of the Treaty, and the period to be allowed within which pre 
sentation of negotiable instruments for acceptance or payment, and 
notice of non-acceptance or non-payment or protest may be made under 
Article 301, shall be six months from the coming into force of the 
Treaty. 

7. Rules made during the war by any recognised Exchange or Com 
mercial Association providing for the closure of contracts entered into 
before the war by an enemy, and any action taken thereunder are 
hereby confirmed, subject to the provisos contained in paragraph 
4 (a) of the Annex to Section V of Part X of the Treaty. 

8. The power under the Egypt Order in Council, 1915, to make King’s 
Regulations, shall extend to the issue of regulations for the purpose 
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of enforcing the charge created by this Order, and for making such 
arrangements as may be required for establishing and assessing the 
claims and debts for the payment of which the property charged is 
rendered liable, and for the payment. in whole or in part, of the 
sums due. 

9. In this Order the term ‘ British nationals resident or carrying 
on business in Egypt ’’ means persons who are subject to the Egypt 
Order in Council, 1915, and resident or carrying on 
business. 

10. The Treaty of Peace Order, 1919, shall not apply to Egypt except 
so far as may be consistent with the provisions of thie Order or of 
any Proclamation issued by the General Officer Commanding-in Chief 
the British Forces in Egypt, or with any rules or directions given 
thereunder. 

11. This Order may be cited as the Egypt (Treaty of Peace) Order 
in Council, 1920, and shall be read as one with the Egypt Order in 
Council, 1915. 

12. This Order shall be deemed to have had effect as from the date 
when the Treaty of Peace came into force 

Jan. 22. . (Gazette, Feb. 3 


who are so 


!'HE MINISTRY OF HEALTH ACT, 1919 (DATE OF COMMENCE 
MENT), ORDER, 1920. 


Whereas by sub-section (1) of Section eleven of the Ministry of Health 
Act, 1919 (hereinafter called “the Act’), it is enacted that the Act 
shall come into operation upon such day or days as may be appointed 
by Order in Council and that different days may be appointed for 
different purposes and provisions of the Act: ; 

And whereas by proviso (i} of sub-section (1) of Section three of the 
Act it is enacted that the power conferred upon the Insurance Com- 
missioners of retaining and applying for the purposes of research the 
sums mentioned in sub-section (2) of Section sixteen of the National 
Insurance Act, 1911, shall not be transferred to the Minister of Health 
but that the duties heretofore performed by the Medical Research Com- 
mitthe shall after the date of the commencement of the Act be carried 
out by or under the direction of a Committee of the Privy Council 
appointed by His Majesty for that purpose : ‘- 

Now, therefore, His Majesty, by and with the advice of His Privy 
Council, in pursuance of sub-section (1) of Section eleven of the Ministry 
of Health Act, 1919, and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
is pleased to order, and it is hereby ordered, as follows :— 

1. This Order may be cited as the Ministry of Health Act, 1919 (Date 
of Commencement), Order, 1920. 

2. For the purpose of the provisions in the Act specified in the 
Schedule hereto, the date of the commencement of the Act shall be the 
lst day of April, 1920. 

9th February. 

Schedule. 

Proviso (i) to sub-section (1) of Section three. 

So much of sub-section (2) of Section eleven and of the Second Schedule 
as repeals paragraph (4) of and the proviso to sub-section (2) of Section 
sixteen of the National Insurance Act, 1911. 

(Gazette, 10th February. 





Ministry of Food Orders. 
fHE CANNED CONDENSED MILK (RETAIL PRICES) ORDER, 
1919. 


General Licence. 
On and after the Ist February, 1920, until further aotice, canned 
condensed milk may be dealt in free from the restrictions imposed by 
or under the Canned Condensed Milk (Retail Prices) Order, 1919 [S.B. 
& O., No. 1519 of 1919). 
24h January. 
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THE CREAM ORDER, 1918. 
_THE USE OF MILK (LICENSING) ORDER, 1918 
Notice of Revocation. 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the De nce of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby revokes the Cream Order, 1918, and the 
Use of Milk (Licensing) Order, 1918 [S.R. & O., Nos. 1659 and 552 of 
1918), as on the lst February, 1920, but without prejudice to any proceed 
ings in respect of any contrayention thereof 

24th January 


Notice or REVOCATION 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon,him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby revokes as on the 1st February, 1920, the 
Orders specified in the Schedule hereto, but without prejudice to any 
proceedings in respect. of any contravention thereof 

27th January 


The Schedule 
The Oils, Oil Cakes and Meals (Requisi 
tion) Order, 1917 
§.R. & O., No. 1314 of 1917. The Refined Vegetable Oils (Requisi 
tion) Order, 1917. 
Che Oils and Fats (Restriction) Order, 
1918 


S.R. & O., No. 1224 of 1917. 


8.R. & O., No. 357 of 1918 


THE FISH (PRICES) ORDER, 1919 
General Licence. 


On and after the 18th January, 1920, until further notice, on a sale 
of fish (other than a sale by retail) where the fish are carried by rail 
transport a distance not less than 25 miles and on any subsequent resale 
by wholesale of fish which have been so carried, there may be added to 
the maximum price otherwise applicable under the above Order [S.R. 
& O., Nos. 1713 and 1906 of 1919] a sum at a rate not exceeding 5d 
per stone. 

15th January 


THE FROZEN PIG CARCASSES ORDER, 1920. 


1. Except under the authority of the Food Controller, a peréon shail 
not either on this own behalf or on behalf of any other person take 
delivery in the United Kingdom of any frozen carcases of pigs im 
ported from North America which may arrive in the United Kingdom 
after the 25rd February, 1920. 

2. Infringements of this Order are summary offences 
Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

3. This Order may be cited as th 

2th January, 


against the 
» Frozen (Pig Carcases Order, 1920 


Noticté or REVOCATION 


The Food Controller hereby revokes as on the Ist February, 1920, the 
Orders specified in the Schedule thereto, but without prejudice to any 
proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof 

27th January. 

The Schedule. 

S.R. & O., Nos. 1315 of 1917, and 1094 of 1919 
tration of Dealers) Order, 1917, as amended. 

S.R. & O., No. 49 of 1918. (Margarine (Requisition) Order, 1918 

S.R. & O., No. 1037 of 1918. (Margarine Cheese (Returns) Order, 1918 


Margarine (Regis 


Notice or Revocation 

The Food Controller hereby revokes as on the Ist February, 1920, 
the Orders spec ified in the Schedule hereto, together with all Notices 
issued under the first of such Orders, but without prejudice to any 
proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof. 

27th January. 

The Schedule 

_ SR. & O., No. 1105 of 1917; Nos. 386, 531 and 834 of 1918; Nos 
551, 578, 848, 1007, 1421, and 1608 of 1919, and No. 1 of 1920 The 
British Cheese Order, 1917. 

S.R. & an No. 578 of 1918 Che 


British Cheese Requisition) Order 


S.R. & O., No. 1423 of 1918. The Cheese (Export from Ireland) Order 
1918. 

5S.R. & O., No, 604 of 1919. The Caerphilly Cheese (Retail Prices 
Order, 1919. 


THE MILK ORDER, 1920. 


The Food Controller hereby orders that except under the authority 
of the Food Controller the following Regulations shall be observed by 
ie persons concerned : 

. Sales of milk of special hygienic quality.}—(a) The Food Controller 
or @ person authorized by him may, in any case where he is satisfied 
that the milk produced is of exceptionally high hygienic quality, 
authorize the sale thereof by any person or persons under the term 








Grade A (Certified) '’ or “ Grade A’ subject to such conditions as 
he may think fit 

6) Except under and in accordance with a licence granted for the 
purposes of this clause, a person shall not on or in connection with any 
sale or offer for sale or proposed sale of any milk, or in any advertise 


ment, circular or notice relating to any milk describe or refer to the 


same as ‘‘ Grade A (Certified) ’’ or ‘‘ Grade A "’ or use any description 
of which the words ‘‘ Grade A (Certified or (irade A" form part 
2. Mik to be sold retail by imperial measure No milk shall be 


old or offered for sale by retail otherwise than by imperial measure, 

except that nothing in this clause shall prevent 
1) sales of milk by the pennyworth or two’ pennyworth; or 
6) sales of any fraction of a gill, pint, quart or gallon of milk 

3 ldditions of ¢ douring matter or water prot thited.|~ -No colouring 
matter or water shall be added to milk or cream intended for sale 
and no milk or cream to which any colouring matter or water has been 
wided shall knowingly be sold or offered or exposed tor sale Until 
the contrary be proved, shall be presumed that colouring matter or 
water added to milk or cream is added with the knowledge of the seller 

4. Reconstitution of milk Except under and in accordance with the 
terms of a licence granted by or under the authority of the Food Con 
troller, a person shall not sell or offer or expose for sale as milk o1 
under any description of which the word ‘ milk forms part, any 
liquid in the making of which dried milk or condensed milk has been 
used 

5. Cans and bottles A person shall not use any milk can, milk 
churn, or milk bottle, which bears the name or trade name or the trade 
mark or trade device of some person other than himself or his em 
ployer, except with the consent of such person 

6. Powers of Food. Committee.}—A Food Committee may, subject to 
the consent of the Food Control! 

(a) buy milk from any person and sell milk so bought at a price 
estimated to cover at least the cost of purchasing and distributing 
such milk; and make arrangements as to the distribution of milk 
in their district; provided that nothing in this clause shall 
authorize a Food Committee to fix prices for milk in their district 

(6) give directions in their district for purity, 
cleanliness and wholesomeness of milk; provided that any direc 
tions so given shall not relieve Local Authorities of their powers 
and duties under existing statutory provisions in regard to milk, 
or relieve cow-keepers, dairymen, purveyors of milk or occupiers 
of milk shops from their obligations under any such provisions 
and every person to whom any direction is given under the powers 
conferred by this sub-clause shall comply with such direction. 


securing the 


7. Consent of Local Authority.|}—A Food Committee shall not, with 
out the consent of the Local Authorities or Authorities by whom they 
were appointed, exercise the powers conferred upon them by the imme 


diately preceding clause in ne manner as may involve an expense 
which is ultimately to be borne by such Authority or Autherities; pro- 
vided that the validity of any direction given by a Food Committee 
under any such powers shall not be questionable on the ground that 
such consent has not been obtained. 
8. Interpretation.|—For the purposes of this Order 
Milk ’’ shall include.any milk which has been submitted to any 
one or more of the following processes, viz., sterilization, pasteuri 
zation, homogenization, or any other like process, but shall not 
include condensed, separated, skimmed or butter milk 
9. Revocation S.R. & O., No. 1208 of 1919 The Mill Winter 
Prices) Order, 1919. is hereby revoked as on Ist February. 192). but 
without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any contravention 
thereof , 
10. Penalty.j\—jAnfr ngements of this Order are summary offences 
wgainst the Defence of the Realm Regulations 
ll. Tite, extent and commencement a) This Order shall come 
into force on Ist February, 1920 
(+) This — may be cited as the Milk Order, 1920, and shall not 
apply to Ireland 


Mth January 


The following Food Orders have also been issued 

Order amending the Fish (Prices) Order, 1919. New Schedules 
of prices are substituted for the Schedules to the Principal Order 
3th January ‘ 

Order amending the Meat (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917 \ 
new Schedule of Maximum Wholesale Meat Prices is substituted 
3th January 

The Meat (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917. Notice of Maximum 
Wholesale Prices of Special Cuts of Imported Beef (cut before 
shipment Mth January 

The Meat (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917. Notice of Maximum 
Wholesale Prices of Special Cuts of Meat, home killed and im 
ported ut after arrival in the United Kingdom 3lst January 





In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, Mr. Chamberlai: 
Sir E. Carson, said : The Chairman of the Roval Commission on the 
Income Tax informs me that he hopes to have the report of the Com 
mission issued in time for consideration before this year’s Budget. Mr 
Billing : Having regard to that class of people with smal! fixed incomes 
who suffer so greatly—more than any other class—under the fall in the 
value of the sovereign, is the right hon. gentleman personally in sym 
pathy with the general suggestions made’ Mr. Chamberlain: I am 


replying to 


afraid I have to restrain my sympathy in these income-tax matters until 


1 come to deal with the Budget 







* yee 


— 








Societies. 


Solicitors’ War Memorial Fund. 


ACCOUNT OF RECEIPTS AND PAYMENTS FOR THE YEAR 
ENDING 3ist DECEMBER, 1919. 
RECEIPTS. 








1919 
Dec. 31. To Donations e na £39,508 1 4 
» Interest on Deposits ‘ 520 4 4 
on 5 per cent. War 
1929/47. 654 17 0 
—— £40,773 2 8} 
£40,773 2 8 
o » Balance brought down 36,012 1 1 
PAYMENTS. 
1919. 
Dee. 31. By Grants ee .. £4,954 14 9 
» Printing and Stationery, &c. 322 16 0 
a » Clerical Assistance . o8 6210 0 
» Visible Memorial (on account) 300 0 0 
x , Stamp on Trust Deed 9110 0 
ae » Postages, &e. 39 10 10 
————— £5,761 1 7 
mn » Balance carried down 36,012 1 1 





£40,773 2 8 





BALANCE-SHEET, 3lst DECEMBER, 1919. 
LIABILITIES. 


To the Fund . £35,012 1 ) 





£35,012 1 1 





ASSETS. 


By Grants, repayable by instalments __.. £500 0 0 
» £26,194 2s. 2d. 5 per cent. War Loan, 
1929/47, cost 


; oes , vee 25,000 0 0 
, £5,000 six months’ Treasury Bills, cost 


4,877 15 3 


» Cash at Bank on Deposit account £3,500 0 0 
- -” Current account ins 1,133 16 8 
Petty Cash in hand oe , 09 2 


4,634 5 10 


£35,012 _1 1 





The Fond is still open and further subscriptions will be gladl 
received, and should be sent to the Clerk to the Trustees, Solicitors’ 
War Memorial Fund, Law Society's Hall, Chancery Lane, W.C. 2. 


*“* | have examined the foregoing Account of Receipts and Payments 
for the year ending 31st December, 1919, with the books and wodiean as 
also above Balance-sbeet of that date, and certify the same as correct. 
“(Signed) JNO. S. CHAPPELOW, F.C.A., Auditor. 
“5th February, 1920.” 





The General Council of the Bar. 


Mr. J Alderson Foote, K.C., has been appointed chairman, Mr. T. k 
Hughes, K.C., vice-chairman, and Mr. T. Tindal Methold, treasurer. 
of the General Council of the Bar 


Sussex Law Society. 

The annual meeting was held at Brighton on the 10th inst. 

The following were present Mr. C. H. Waugh, in the chair; Messrs. 
H. W. Aldrich, C. Burt Brill, B.. Bunker, I, B. Burnand. H. Cane, F. H. 
Carpenter, G. F. Carr, W. H. Cockburn, C. F. Donne. S. V Farrington, 
G. E. Hart, H. J. Hillman, E. W. Hobbs, C. V. Johnson, 8. T. May 
nard, Grant McLean, E. J. Neale, W. Stevens, F. B, Stevens, W. J. E. 
Verr all, H. M. Welsford, H. M. Williams, and A. C. Borlase (hon. sec.). 

Letters of regret at non-attendance were read from Mr. T. Eggar, 
Mr. George Cheesman, Mr. C. Somers Clarke, and Mr. T. M. Eggar 

The annual report and statement of accounts were adopted, and Mr 
S. T. Maynard, Brighton, was elected president for the ensuing year 
Mr. C. Somers Clarke was re-elected con treasurer, and Mr. F. B. 
Stevens, Brighton, was elected hon. secretary in the place of Mr. A. \. 
Borlase, who did not offer himself for re-election 

A vote of thanks was passed to Mr. Borlase for his services 
sec. since January, 1901. 

After discussion, it was resolved that the fourth report of the Acquisi 
tion and Valuation of Land Committee on the Transfer of Land be 
referred to the Committee, with power to act 

W th regard to the Committee's circular, issued last December, re- 
questing solicitors in Sussex, as far as possible, to charge the convey 
anoing scale, the hon. sec. reported that eighty-nine solicitors had 
signed the assent attached to the circular. and that, in addition, the 


as hon. 
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| solicitors at Hastings and Eastbourne were practically unanimously in 
favour of at. 

It was also resolved that the hon. sec. be requested to notify those mem- 
bers of the society who had not yet signed the assent the number who 
had done so, and ask them to further consider the matter. 

On the motion of Mr. F. B. Stevens it was resolved :—1. That with 
a view to the better organization of the profession it is desirable that 
every solicitor should belong to the Law Society. 2. That the solici- 
tors practising (1) in Hastings and Bexhill, (2) Eastbourne, (3) Worthing 
and such other places as may from time to time be resolved by the 
society in general meeting, be invited to form local committees of the 
Sussex Law Society on such lines as the Committee of the Sussex Law 
Society shall think expedient. 

A hearty vote of thanks was passed to Mr. C. H. Waugh, the out 
going president, the officers, the auditors and the committees. 


The United Law Society. 


A meeting was held in the Middle Temple Common Room on 16th 
Febrnary, Mr. R. W. Turnbull in the chair. 

Mr. W. C. Pilley moved :—‘ That, in the opinion of this house, the 
increasing lack of restraint on the part of a section of the Press in 
commenting upon occurrences that are to be the subject of judicial 
investigation calls for the notice of the Legislature, being calculated to 
impede the course of justice, with resulting Gamage to the public in 
terest.’" Mr. G. W. Fisher opposed. Messrs. James Ball, F. W. Wal 
lace und Sydney Ashley alao spoke. Mr. Pilley having replied, the 
motion was put to the house, and carried by six votes. 

The next meeting of the society will be held on 1st March 








United Law Clerks’ Society. 


The United Law Clerks’ Society’s Roll of Honour in memory of ninety 
two members who fell or died in their country's cause during the Great 
War will be unveiled at 2 o'clock on Monday, 23rd inst., at the Society's 
offices, 2, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s Inn, by the Rt. Hon. Lord Stern 
dale, Master of the Rolls. 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors of this association was 
held at the Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 12th inst., Mr 
T. 8S. Curtis in the chair, the other directors present being the Rt. Hon 
Sir William Bull, Sir Richard 8. Taylor, and Messrs. E. R. Cook, W. F 
Cunliffe, W. E. Gillett, C. Goddard, J. R. B. Gregory, L. W. North 
Hickley, E. F. Knapp-Fisher, C. G. May, R. W. Poole, and H. A, 
Peake (Sleaford). 

£600 was distributed in grants to deserving cases. Twenty-three new 
members were admitted, and other general business transacted 





In the House of Commons on Tuesday, says the Zimes, Mr. Cham 
berlain, Chancellor of the Exchequer, asked by Sir S. Hoare whether 
any steps had yet been taken to satisfy the claims of the Ruhleben 
prisoners who by their internment in Germany suffered personal and 
financial injury; and whether in the event of the settlement of their 
claims being postponed as a result of the delays incidental to the fulfil 
ment’ of the Peace Treaty, some interim and provisional grant could 
be immediately made to them, said :— 

Under the Peace Treaty it is the British Government and not indi- 
vidual British citizens who have a claim for reparation from Germany. 
The claims to be made by his Majesty’s Government upon the German 
Government for reparation are in process of preparation. By the terms 
of the Treaty it is the Reparation Commission which will decide upon 
the admissibility of the claims submitted by his Majesty’s Government. 
Until this has been done and payment has begun to made by the 
German Government, there are no funds in the hands of his Majesty's 
Government out of which grants of the kind suggested could be made 

Sir S. Hoare asked whether the right hon. gentleman would use his 
influence to have the hard cases among those men relieved out of the 
Prince of Wales’ Fund or the War Liabilities Fund. Mr. Chamber 
lain said he did not think it was for him to apply to these funds, as 
he had no personal knowledge of the cases. he application would 
come better from his hon. friend and others who had gone into the 
cases. 








New Electricity Commissioners 


The Minister of Transport, in accordance with his powers under the 
Electricity (Supply) Act, 1919, has appointed Sir John F. C. Snell, 
M.Inst.C.E., to be chairman of the Electricity Commissioners ; and Mr 
H. Booth, O.B.E., of the Board of Trade, Mr. W. W. Lackie, C.B.E.. 
M.Inst. C.E., M.I.E.E., and Mr. Archibald Page, M.I.E.E., to be 
Commissioners. 

All communications for the Commissioners should be addressed to 
the Secretary, Electricity Commissioners, Gwydyr House, Whitehall. 

Sir John F. C. Snell is a past President of the Institution of Electrical 





Engineers and a member of council of the Institution of Civil Engi- 


neers. He was formerly in practice as a consulting engineer in West- 
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minster, as senior partner of Messrs. Preece, Carew, Snell, & Rider 
He has been Borough Electrical and Tramways Engineer at Sunder 
land. Sir John was one of the five trustees appointed by the Army 
Council to form the first Metropolitan Munitions Board in 1915 

Mr. H. Booth, O.B.E., principal clerk in the Board of Trade, was 
a member of the Electric Power Supply Committee 

Mr. W. W. Lackie, C.B.E., joined the Electricity Department of the 
Glasgow Corporation in 1892, and was appointed Chief Engineer in 
1904 and Manager-Engineer in 1915. 

Mr. Archibald Page, who has resigned the general managership of 
the Clyde Valley Electrical Power Company to become an Electricity 
Commissioner, joined the staff of the Glasgow Corporation Electricity 
Department in 1899, and occupied the position of deputy City Electrical 
Engineer from 1905 until 1917, when he became associated with the 
Clyde Valley Company. 








Debts to Enemies. 


In the House of Commons on Monday, Sir A. Geddes replied in the 
affirmative to questions put by Colonel Newman whether under the 
terms of the Peace Treaty debts owing to a subject of this country by 
an enemy debtor are recoverable plus accrued interest at 5 per cent. pet 
annum, and whether a subject of this country waa liable to like terms 
for debts due to an enemy creditor 

Sir E. Carson asked whether it was not a very curious incident that 
debtors in this country had to pay 5 per cent. on debts due to enemies, 
having regard to the fact that it would have been a breach of the law 
if they had paid while the war was on’ Sir A. Geddes quite agreed 
that there was some difficulfy in the cases where payment was not made 
at all, but the Government appointed early in the war a Custodian for 
those debts to whom payment could be made, and no interest was 
required on debts paid to the Custodian 


Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Stvupents’ DepatinG Sociery.—-At a meeting of the Society, held 
at the Law Society’s Hall, on Tuesday, 17th day of February, 1920 
(chairman, Mr. G. E. Tunnicliffe), the subject for debate was 
“That, in the opinion of this house, Labour has not yet shewn itself 


to be competent to govern.’’ Mr. A. R. N. Powys opened in the affirma 
tive. Mr. D. E. Oliver opened in the negative. The following members 
also spoke :—Messrs. Shrimpton, Barnes, Pleadwell, Pain, Strellett 


Baron, Buller, Jones, and R. Oliver. The opener having replied, the 
motion was carriéd by 13 votes. There were 28 members present 


Legal News, 
Appointments. 


Mr. ArTuourR STIeseL, barrister-at-law, has been appointed to be a 
Registrar in Bankruptcy in the room of Mr. Registrar Monson 
deceased. 

Mr. ‘A. Hystop Maxwe t has been appointed to be Judge of County 
Courts on Circuit No. 55 (Bournemouth, Poole, Salisbury, Yeovil, & ) 
in the place of His Honour Arthur O'Connor, K.C., who has retired 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution, 


Grorce Atrrep Sainte Crorx Rose, Wattrer Percy Norton, the 
Hon. Watter Bernarp Lovis Barrincton, Rosert Henry Eaoar 
ARTHUR ALEXANDER Macnas, and Lewis Henry Grunpy, solicitors 
Norton, Rose, Barrington, & Co.), 574, Old Broad-street, London. Dec 
51, 1919, so far as concerns the said Walter Bernard Louis Barringio: 
The said George Alfred Sainte Croix Rose, Walter Percy Norton, 
tobert Henry Eggar, Arthur Alexander Macnab, and Lewis Henry 
(irundy will continue to carry on the said business under the style ir 
firm of Norton, Rose & Co, [C/azette, Feb. 17 


Business Changes. 


Messrs, Pearsons & Russett and Mr. E. Stantey Jones, both of 
Malton, have amalgamated their practices, and they will carry on the 
business in future in the name of Pearsons & Jones. The partners of 
the firm will be Hugh William Pearson, Robert Pearson, H. Watson 
Pearson, R. Tute Pearson, and E. Stanley Jones, and the business 
will be carried on at the offices of Pearsons & Jones at Malton, Helmsley, 
and Kirbymoorside, Yorks. 

Messrs. Hopsoop, Mitts & Co., of 18, Adam-street, Adeiphi, and 11 
New-square, Lincoln's Inn, have amalgamated with Mr. HARMER STEELe, 
late of ATR. & H. Steele, and the new firm of Hopgcod, Mills, Steele, 
& Co., will carry on their profession at 11, New-square, Lincoln's Inn 

Messrs. Snow, Fox & Hicainson (7, Great St. Thomas Apostle, 
Queen-street, Cannon-street), inform us that Mr. Howard Parker Thomp 
son, who has been associated with them for many years, has now joined 
the firm, the style of which will in future be Snow, Fox, Higginson & 


Thompson 


Change of Address. 
Mr. C. J. Parker, solicitor, of 17, Monument-street, E.C., is removing 
m the 2Ist inst. to Temple-chambers, Temple-avenue E 


General. 


Mr. Shortt, in a written reply to a question by M: Rodger, says that 


it is intended to introduce summer time this year, but the date at 
which it shall begin has not yet been fixed 
In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, replying to Lieutenant. 


Commander Kenworthy, Sir A. Geddes, President of the Board of 
rrade, said he hoped to introduce an Amending Bill to the Profiteering 
Act at an early date 

Four public lectures on The Law of Evidence will be delivered by 
Mr. W. Blake Odgers, K.( Recorder of Bristol, at Gresham College, 
sasingzhall-street, E.C., on Tuesday, Wednesday Thursday, and Friday, 
24th-27th February, at 6 p.m 

respondents im 
inquiries or sup 
f one of them, 


Several of the divorce motions t dispense with 
the list for hearing on Monday stood over tor further 
plementary affidavits. In permitting the adjournment ¢ 


Sir Henry Duke said : I do not intend, week after week and month 
ifter mouth, to encourage slipshod methods by permitting motions that 
ire brought before me on incomplete material or with insufficient affi- 
davits tu stand adjourned. 1 shall dismiss such motions, and as in many 
cases the defects are due to the ipplicants solicitol | shall take care 


that the costs of the abortive application shall fall upon the mght 


persons 
The mayors of twelve metropolitan boroughs, from Fulham to Wool 


wich, have agreed to call a conference of representatives from all the 


itv, borough, county and urban district councils in Great Britain in 
Shoreditch Town Hall, on 22nd-24th April, to discuss housing and 
finance The conference will be invited to propose the rationing of 


existing housing accommodation until the present shortage is met, to 
extend direct building by the local authorities, either individually or in 
co-operation with the building trade unions, and the setting up of local 
vorks departments as a nucleus for the transformation of the building 
imdustry into a public service 

In the House of Commons, on Tuesda Mr. Shortt, Seeretary of 
State for the Home Department, in reply to a question from Mr. Grattan 
Dovle, said There has certainly been an increase during the last few 


months in the number of crimes of violence and the more serious offences 
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against property, such as burglary and housebreaking. Returns received 
from the police, however, on that the total number of indictable 
offences in the months of November, December, and January are some- 
what Lelow the average number for three months in the years 1912 and 
1913. The police are taking special steps to cope with the situation, 
and I hope shortly to introduce a Bill for ensuring the more effective 
control over the } ossession and carrying of firearms 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Brigadier-Gieneral Sir H 
Child asked the Minister of Health whether the amount necessary for 
payment of interest on loans for housing schemes would have to be 
raised by the local authority, in the first instance, by means of the rates ; 
and what were the provisions made by the Government for the repay 
ment of such expenditure.—Dr. Addison : Interest and other charges 
will he paid by the local authority out of its housing receipts, which 
comprise rents, rates, and Exchequer subsidy. Advance payments on 
account of Exchequer subsidy will be made half-yearly, on application 
from local authorities, at such times as are suitable in view of the dates 
at which various payments by such authorities in respect of loan charges 
are due 


At the Tower Bridge Police Court, on the 11th inst., before Mr 
Bingley, Reuben Chandler, thirty-eight, a slaughterman, was, charged 
with killing pigeons at the back of the Borough Market At the last 
hearing he contended that the pigeons were rock pigeons and wild, and 
that as it was not breeding time he had a right to kill them Mr. 
Thomas Hammond said that he was of opinion that the pigeons in 
London's open spaces were stray homers, and possibly worth anything 
up to £100 apiece. They were certainly not rock pigeons. Mr. Bingley 
said that there was overwhelming evidence that London pigeons were 
tame pigeons. He had had several letters about the matter since the 
case was reported, and they all supported the view of the expert who 
had given evidence. He fined Chandler £2, and ordered him to pay 
£2 13s. damages and 7s. 6d. costa 

In the House of Commons, on the 12th inst., Mr. Lloyd George, reply 
ing to Lieutenant-Colonel Dalrymple White, who suggested legislation 
to secure the right of arbitration in the case of tenants of shops and 
business premises who might find those premises leased or sold over 
their heads without the option of tendering, or who, on renewal of 
lease, were subjected to demands for increases of rent which frequently 
exceeded four times the previous rental, said : The Minister of Health, 
in conjunction with the Lord Chancellor, has already taken steps as 
authorized by the Government to set up a Committee to consider the 
matters associated with the general question of the restriction of rents, 
and the question referred to by my hon. and gallant friend will be con 
sidered by the Committee 


Mr, Eagle, the King’s Barmaster for the Peak of Derbyshire, on 
Wednesday, dealt, says the 7'imes, with one of the local law's pecu 
liarities. Mr. Garnett, a mineowner, who hus taken over a number of 
derelict: mines, claimed and obtained possession of the Portoway Mine 
He then wanted a roadway to the mine, but met with opposition trom 
the tenant. So Mr. Garnett invoked the aid of the Barmaster, and 
yesterday he and two grand jurymen attended on the spot and handed 
over to the claimant a full roadway from the mines to the nearest King’s 
highway. According to the local law this is free of all cost to the 
miners, and the landowner gets nothing. A peculiarity cf the ceremony 
was the means employed to measure the road. The Barmaster walked 
the roadway and on each side walked a grand juryman with arms out- 
stretched, and to the finger-tips the land was given to the mineowner 
The roadway broke through three fence walls and over two separate 
private estates. This was the first time the ceremony had been performed 
for thirty years 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date EMERGENCY APPRKAL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 1. Eve SARGANT. 
Monday Feb. 23 Mr. Bioxam Mr. Synge Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer 
Tuesday ...... 24 Borrer Bloxam Synge Jolly 
Wednesday.... 26 Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam Synge 
Thursday .... 26 Leach Goldachmidt rrer Rloxam 
 cesesces OF Church Leach Goldschmidt Borrer 
Saturday .... 2 Farmer Church Leach Goldschmidt 
Date Mr. Justice Vr. Justice Mr. Justice P. 0. Mr. Justice 
7 ASTBURY PETERS RN. LAWRENCE. RUSSELL. 
Monday Feb. 23 Mr. Leach Mr. Borrer Mr. Charch Mr. Goldschmidt 
Tuesday ..... & Charch Goldschmidt Farmer Leach 
Wednesday .. 2% Farmer Leach Jolly Church 
Thursday ... 26 Jolly Church Synge Farmer 
Friday....... 27 Synge Farmer Bloxam Jol'y 
Saturday .... 28 Bloxam Jolly Borrer Synge 


VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that a.i 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED. 
26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works art, bric-A-brac, a 
speciality —( Ave.) 


LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


LIMITED, 
No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1568. 

Capital Stock ... ‘aia ae £400,000 
Debenture Stock oa int - , £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED... ADVANCES MADE THEREUN. 
Forms of Proposal and fu'l injormation can be oltained at the Society's Ufice. 

G. H, MAYNE, Secretory 





Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
Limirtp In CHANCERY. 

London Gazette.—-Fripay, Feb. 13. 


ALserta Exoinerning Co., Lrp. (In Votcntany Liguipation).—Creditors are re 
quired, on or before March 31, to send their names and addresses, and particulars 
of their debts and claims, to C. F. Burton and A. Dangerfield, 35, Copthall-ay 
joint liquidators 

EasteeN Counties Market Provuce Co-oregative Society, Lip. (In Votuntanr 
LiQutpaTion).—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 21, to send in their 
names and addresses, with particulare of their debts or claims, to Lionel Ensor 
Chartered Accountant, 30, Museum-st., Ipswich, liquidator. 

Estate Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before March 2, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, to Sir Lindsay 
Lindsay-Hogg, Bart.. Charles Hermann Frederick Kindermann, Cyril Charles 
Ogilvy Van Lennep and Frederick Brodie, the joint liquidators, «/o Gush 
Phillips, Walters & Williams, 3, Finsbury-cire. 

GRIMSHAW-LANE Srinnxino Co., Lrp.--Creditors are required, on or before March it 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims 
to Harold Hague, Retiro-chmbra., Yorkshire-st., Oldham, liquidator. 

Hanrenpen (Seiancor) Reaver Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 12, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Peter Reucastle Rutherford, 20, Eastcheap, Liquidator. 

LNTERNATIONAL CONSERVATOIRE OF Music Synpicate, Lap. (Is Votuntary Ligvi 
DATION).-Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 28, to send in their names 
and addresses, and pirticulars of their debts and claims, to Frank Samuel Gaylor 
4, Old Burlington-st., liquidator. 

W. Jackson anp Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 28, to send 
in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy 
Wickenden, 8 and 9, Martin-la, liquidator. 

Lear & Woops, Lrp. (I~ Votcnrany Ligurpation).—Creditors are requested, on or 
before March 6, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Harold John de Courey Moore, 2, Gresham-bldgs., liquidator 

Oxter Lawrence & Co.. Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 28, to send 
in their names and addresees, with particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Percy Wickenden, 8 and 9, Martin-la, liquidator. 

Reoent Picture Howse (Ecctes), Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Feb. 2%, to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Tom Millward Fish, Ashton-under-Lyne, liquidator, c/o of the said 
company. 

Woopstock Mrit Srixxixe Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before March 9 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to John Roberts Lord, liquidator, «/o Messieurs Hunter, Gregory and Lord 
Bacup 


London Gazette.—Trtspay, Feb. 17 


Groror Cueetmim & Sons, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before March 2, to 


send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Leonard Carswell Storrs, under cover to “ The Liquidator of George Cheetham 
& Sons, Ltd., Bankwood Mills, Stalybridge.” 

Groner H. Kenwortay & Son, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before March 2 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims 
to Leonard Carswell Storrs, under cover to “ The Liquidator of George H. Ken 
worthy & Son, Ltd., Cavendish-st. Mill, Ashton-under-Lyne.” 

Ram Srixntne Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before March 12. to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Charles Jordan, under cover to ‘The Liquidator of Ram Spinning Co., Ltd 
Lloyds Bank-bldgs., King-st.. Manchester. 

Ryecrorr Mrits Co., Lap.—Creditors are required, on or before March 10, to send 
in their pames and addresses, with perticulars of their debts or claims, to 
James Harry Williamson agd Harold Stuart Ferguson, of Market-pl., Ashton- 
under-Lyne, and 6, Princess-st., Manchester, respectively, liquidators. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—Frimy, Feb. 13. 


Avon Malleable Iron Foundry, Ltd Dental Surgeries, Ltd 
Arthur D. Stanham & Ce., Ltd P.S.A. Brotherhood Publishing Co 
Woodstock Mill Spinning Co Ltd. Ltd. : , ; ‘ 
Trechmann, Weekes & Co., Ltd a 5 weep Sptaning On, Ltd 
ernational Oi] Syndicate, Exeter Cas ery Co., Ltd. 
te. —— ; Zetland Mills Estate, Ltd. 
Britons, Ltd. Star Spinning Co., Ltd. 
Frankenberg & Co., Ltd. Witt & Beesley (Blackpool), Ltd 
British Trunk and Suit Case Co., Ltd. Fleetwood Steam Laundry, Ltd 
Dicken Green Mill Co., Ltd Rex Accumulator Co., Ltd. 
Valley Ring Mill, Ltd. R. Cudworth (Norden), Ltd. 
Union Ring Mill, Ltd. Buxton Picture House, Ltd. 
Humber Steam Trawling Co., Ltd West Ham Bottle Co., Ltd. 
Whalley Banks Mill Co., Ltd. Alberta Engineering Co., Ltd. 


London Gazette.—Terspar, Feb. 17. 

George H. Kenworthy & Son, Ltd 
Paul Catteral, Son & Co., Ltd British Empire Motors. Ltd. 

Coome Piebuse House, Ltd Higher Mill Spinning Co., Ltd 
Batang Selangor Co., Ltd. Enoch Wilkinson, Ltd. 

Ferro-Stone Glazing Co., Ltd Mexborough and Rawmarsh Construr 
Engineering Trust, Ltd. _tion Syndicate, Ltd. 

St. Ermin’s Hotel, Ltd. Williams Hardware Co., Ltd. 

George Cheetham & Sons, Ltd Marne Ring Mill Co., Ltd. , 
Ryecroft Mills Co., Ltd Hemingway's ‘“‘London Purple Co 


Ram Spinning Co., Ltd. 


Regent Picture House (Eccles), Ltd Ltd. 
Wheatley, Akeroyd & Co., Ltd. 
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| Apecepy, Marta, Redear, Yorks. March 20 A. H. Sill & Son, Middlesbrough 
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London Gazette. —-Tvurspar, Feb. 10 ham : = ., a 
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. . > g . ral 1 I i thie sERTY The, Amecta Etrzaseru, Ihetock, Leicester March © Hard I tt 
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. Leicester 
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Parris, EmMA, Greok-st., Soho. March 12. H. B. Priest, 1, Verulam-bides rerries, JOHN, Bledington. G Pare M Ss. Fe & Bon, ot a-te 
Grey's Inn. Wold 
Pranct, ANwe ELtex. Buxten March 20 =o Son & Ce eae Sa lores. Sanam Loris ating 4% &§ t 8 : * 
|’resto~, Fraxcts Jonw, Bambay Ene ineer March 25. Welmar Wilson, Watfor Hert 
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Mincing-lane Smith. Birmin " v 
Sutra. Entre Marr, Sevenoaks. March & Knocker, Knooker & ¢ Sen vorrs, Wittiam, Creighton, I er, Mar ov, wns awe 
Kent ? Cwartes Hewry, Farniwor Tar 10 h t r Ww Aldershot 
Srorr, Srrtimvs, Oldham. March Il. J. Arr Brierley & Rabinson. Manchest teewes, Cecrtra Marr, Peckhom-rd. Mar oT re Goddard & ¢ Se 
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Topp, Matrnew James, Shiremoor Northum and Pharmacist Maré 4 wanpso~w. Caries Birecn, St ford Ma i] I ff i m Old 
Oharies B! Layne, Newcastle-upon-Trne 7 Queen-st Westminster 
Wuoere, Epira, St. Albans April 14. George B. Crook. Purley. Surrey ' Annie Jacgurs, Kingston n-Hu March 16 “ n Morgar Well 
WitktNson, SARAH Jane, Waltham, Wilmelow Morch 4 March. Pearson & Yat tipe Samer: Swasmant Tulse Hi Surr Var 10 Pur Wild ‘ 
Manchester. | %. Victoria-st.. Westminet 
London Gazette.—Fripar. } 3 lopom, Mary Groremxa, Brow rov } Litt kf Strond, Gl 
\oamsonw. Creistornare. Fasington-la, Durham, Farmer March 24 Robert Burr ~ Cn « | ( ' k Stat Sonth Af Mer ant Morch & 
Durham \ hame« §& oe & C Thken) ! 





THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., Ltp. 
CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY. GLASS, 
MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 


Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householder», 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium, 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 
INSU RANCE. Licensed Property contol he Counsel,’ will be sent on application. 


For Further Information write: 24, MOORGATE ST.. E.C. 2. 

















300 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. Feb. 21, 1920 


sd } Linpsay, James, Thornton Heath, Registered Money WILDSMITE, Joser®. sores. Eat, Gardener. Bad- 
Bankru ptcy N otices lender. Feb. 16 at 12. Bankruptey-bidgs., Carey ford. Pet. Jan. @. Ord. Feb. 6. 
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